


SIHAWAW @ 


ALID OO1xaHW @ 










































Vol. XLII 








Chicago—The 
Chicago—Postoffice News 37 West Monroe S 
Washington—Traffic Service tion, Mills Building 17th and Pennsylvania 
ba te Willard News 
New York—Hotaling’s News Stand, 308 W. . 40th Street. 
The Traffic World may be read on the following tra 
Great ilroad—Oriental Ute and \ Winnipeg 


Northern 
Lehigh de | ee cen, Le Apery ’Philadelphian, 








—— nad aerate rs 


ths 2 Re ee BS 








Mills Buildin: 


418-430 South:Market Street 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 








“RAILROADS AND CANDIDATES 

It is almost unavoidable for a-journal that. attempts 
to keep abreast of current transportation policies and 
proposals to keep out of the presidential campaign to the 
extent of discussing what the candidates and those who 
speak for them say in their statements of accomplish- 
merits and promises for the future. We can only hope 
that our readers will believe that we are not, in what we 
say, trying to help elect or defeat either candidate, but 
are merely attempting to clarify the situation a little. 

Whether we sympathize with it or not, or think it 
sound or not, it is easy to understand the attitude of 
people who, in voting, place their chief stress on some 
particular issue. For instance, one can understand the 
vote of a man who thinks the religious issue predomi- 
nant and believes that it would be unsafe to elect to high 
office a candidate of a certain faith, This may or may 
not be bigotry or may or may not be sound reason, but it 
can be understood. So with a voter who is influenced 
solely or chiefly by his consideration of the liquor ques- 
tion. He may or may not be right in his conception of 
what one or the other of the candidates stands for, or he 
may or may not be right in his conclusion as to which of 
the policies he believes to be favored by the two candi- 
dates is the better and wiser, but his position is, never- 
theless, understandable. The same thing might be said 
of many other issues—or questions that have come to be 
considered as issues. 

But we are somewhat puzzled by a statement recent- 
ly put out by the Republican national committee quoting 
the president of the brotherhood of maintenance of way 
employes and the vice president of the brotherhood of 
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locomotive firemen and enginemen as saying that Her- 
bert Hoover will have the overwhelming support of 
members of all the railroad brotherhoods. Assuming that 
the quotation is correct, we do not believe that the two 
brotherhood officials are correct. Men who work for 
railroads are much like other men and their motives and 
reasonings are mixed. There are among them, of course, 
as among other classes, men who would vote for any 
Democrat, no matter who his opponent was or what the 
issues. There are others who might be chiefly influenced 
by the so-called religious issue, or the prohibition issue, 
or any one of a dozen other considerations. For any- 
one, then, to deliver them in a body to one candidate or 
another would seem somewhat presumptuous, to say 
the least. 








A claim of that sort cannot even be understood, be-, ° 


cause it cannot be understood how railroad men, as such, 


would be especially enamoured of Mr. Hoover, and it as § 


railroad men that they and their votes: are being dealt 
with in the statement quoted. In our view, a railroad 
man, or one whose chief interest is transportation, would 
have an objection to overcome in his mind before he 
could vote for Mr. Hoover. We do not say that this ob- 
jection would be an insurmountable obstacle to support 
of the Republican candidate, any more than religious pre- 
judice or strong “dry” views would be insurmountable 
obstacles to voting for Governor Smith—other consider- 
ations may be more important; but we do not see how 
it can fail to be an obstacle nevertheless. 

Of course, the men who compose “railroad labor” 
may not be supposed to look at these questions in the 
same way that the “white collar” railroad men look at 
them, but their interests, as railroad men, are the same. 
The more prosperous the railroads are the better the 
chance for more jobs and higher wages, as well as more 
“positions” and higher “salaries”. And there is no doubt 
but that Mr. Hoover’s policies, so far as they have been 
made known by him or have developed in his public 
career, have tended to be detrimental to the railroads. 

We showed recently how his ideas with respect to 
freight rates finally took form in the Hoch-Smith reso- 
lution, providing for rates as low as possible on agricul- 
tural commodities for the benefit of the farmer and with 
accompanying loss to the railroads. We have dwelt at 
length on his policy of inland waterway development—a 
phantasy arising out of no great or real need for addi- 
tional transportation agencies, bolstered chiefly by that 
same desire to do something for the farmer, at the ex- 
pense of others—among them the railroads—and work- 
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ing out into a system of government ownership and oper- 
ation of transportation facilities on the waterways under 
conditions unfair to railroad competition and to business 
not geographically in position to take advantage of the 
rivers. We have shown how inconsistent is this policy of 
government competition against the railroads with his 
repeated declarations against government in business. 
We have been answered that, though Mr. Hoover advo- 
cates development of waterways, he has not said that he 
favors government operation of facilities on them or, at 
most, he favors such operation only as an experiment or 
as a means of demonstrating what can be done by pri- 
vate capital. This may be true, but he has not said so. 
On the other hand, he is a defender of the last two ad- 
ministrations, which have permitted and brought about 
this development and allowed it long since to pass the 
“experimental” or demonstrating stage. Moreover, one 
of his most enthusiastic supporters in campaign speeches, 
devoted chiefly in the west to the waterway program, is 
Dwight F. Davis, Secretary of War, who heads the In- 
land Waterways Corporation which operates the Missis- 
sippi- Warrior barge line service and which is desirous of 
increasing that service and extending it to other rivers. 


We think there can be little practical doubt as to Mr. 
Hoover’s position with respect to this matter. If there is 
any it could easily be removed by a word that he has not 
spoken. On the record, he stands for the policy of the 
last two administrations and his own program for mag- 
nificent extensions of it. That policy is destructive with 
respect to the railroads and inconsistent with sound eco- 
nomic treatment of the transportation problem. There- 
fore, it is difficult to see how a railroad man, thinking 
only or chiefly of transportation, could vote for him or, 
at least, how railroad men, as a body, could be delivered 
to him—though, as we have said, there may well be other 
and stronger considerations that might lead railroad men 
as individuals and as good citizens to cast their ballots 
for him, 

Of course, it must be said that Governor Smith does 
not stand in much stronger position than Mr. Hoover 
with respect to these questions. Though he has not 
talked as much about it as Mr. Hoover, his interest in it 
being newer, he also favors development of the water- 
ways. He is appealing to the same sort of people 
along this line that Mr. Hoover is appealing to. If he has 
thought about the subject and is opposed to government 
operation and ownership, of river transportation facili- 
ties, he could hardly be expected to say so, for, in this 
matter, as in the general subject of inland waterway de- 
velopment, the appeal is directly to the dear farmer, 
whose condition is deplored and whose votes are de- 
sired, as well as to business interests that favor these 
projects and hope to profit by them. The same can be 
said as to the principles involved in the Hoch-Smith re- 
solution. We do not know that Governor Smith has ever 
given this matter thought, but, if he has, even if his 
thought were opposed to those principles, he could not 
be expected to say so, for here again the gesture is to the 
farmer for the sake of his support and his votes. Any- 
thing Governor Smith might say along this line, we sup- 
pose, if he agreed with us, would be political folly. So 
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the voter will have to figure out which of the candidates, 
in the respects we have mentioned, is the more satisfac- 
tory to him—or the less unsatisfactory. 

As to the statement referred to, put out by the Re- 
publican committee, claiming the vote of railroad labor 
for Hoover, the answer is probably “bunk”, either on the 
part of the committee or on the part of the leaders who 
assume to speak for the men—or both. 


WESTERN WAGE DISPUTE 

The emergency board appointed by President Cool- 
idge to investigate and report on the dispute between 
western railroads and their conductors and trainmen has 
made its report. It now remains to be seen what the 
President will do with the report and what the men will 
do with any recommendation the President may make. 
There is no obligation on them, legally, to do anything. 
The makers of the law merely hoped that, if this method 
had to be resorted to, a recommendation by the Presi- 
dent, based on the findings of an unprejudiced board, af- 
ter full investigation, would have weight in the settle- 
ment of the dispute that necessitated it. 

The report of the board, published elsewhere, gen- 
erally speaking, upholds the principle of arbitration and 
suggests about the same basis of settlement offered by 


the railroad and refused by the men. To us, that basis 
seems more than fair and we do not see how the men can 


sustain themselves in public opinion if they continue to 
refuse it, especially if and when the President of the 
United States, after the kind of investigation that has 
been made, suggests it. The men are “in bad” enough al- 
ready by reason of their having refused to submit the 
wage dispute to arbitration, or to abide by the decision of 
the arbitrators, as provided by the law which they them- 
selves advocated. They, with the railroad executives, 
when the bill that is now the law was pending, gave 
every assurance that they would be responsible for mak- 
ing it a success if it were passed. It was passed and the 
Labor Board was abolished with its passing, and now the 
men have repudiated it. They may regain something of 
credit if now they submit, but the public will look with 
doubt on any promises from them for the future. 

As to the wage advance itself, whether it is justified 
or not, it will be granted if the present proceedings are 
effective. When it is granted it will mean a great in- 
crease in the operating expense of the western railroads 
and a corresponding decrease in their net revenue, al- 
ready far below the level that Congress and the Commis- 
sion have found to be adequate. What this means is 
apparent. There must be increases in rates. This, of 
course, accounts for the interest business men have taken 
in the case, but the results to them are inevitable if jus- 
tice is to be done. 


CONNELLSVILLE EXTENSION 


The Pennsylvania Railroad Co. has petitioned the Com- 
mission again for reopening of finance No. 6229, the proceeding 
in which the Pittsburgh & West Virginia Railway Co. was 
authorized to build an extension from Cochran’s Mill to Con- 
nellsville, Pa. It asks that all the members of the Commission 
act on the petition and that all the members hear reargument 
and reconsider the case. It says the application for permission 
to build the line should be denied. The Business Protective 
Association of Baltimore, Md., has been permitted to intervene 
in this proceeding. 














WESTERN WAGE REPORT 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The emergency board appointed by the President to inves- 
tigate and report on the dispute between western railroads and 
their conductors and trainmen, in its report made public Octo- 
ber 30 at the White House, suggested that the following pro- 
posals and counter proposals be submitted to the employes for 
their election and that the carriers abide by such election: 


1. Six and one-half per cent increase without change of rules. 

2. Seven and one-half per cent increase and the elimination of 
the double-header and tonnage limitation rules. are ; 

Each of the above includes the continuation of existing differ- 
entials for mountain and other special service, and the addition of 
the requested increase to baggagemen for mail, express, and dynamo 
service. ‘ 

3. The Washington agreement, providing for an ‘increase of 7% 
per cent on the standard rates for conductors and trainmen, and a 
procedure, including arbitration under the railway labor act, under 
which the double-header, helper district, car limit, and tonnage limit 
rules might be taken up by each carrier in special cases where a 
earrier claimed such rules produced burdensome or objectionable 
conditions. , 

4. That whatever proposal is accepted should be made effective 
May 1, 1928. 


The “Washington Agreement” was that executed in Wash- 
ington as the result of efforts of the board of mediation, but 
which the employes declined to approve. . 

The emergency board asserted that the questions involved 
were proper ones for arbitration and also said it was difficult 
to see why the controversy should have arrived at a stage where 
it could not be settled by mutual negotiations. It expressed 
the hope that the principle of arbitration might have a wider 
use. 
After the report of the emergency board had been made 
public at the White House President Coolidge was represented 
as feeling that the board had made a complete and painstaking 
investigation and as hoping and expecting that the conclusions 
set forth by the board were such as would form the basis of a 
settlement between the railroads and their employes. The 
President felt that the conclusions of the board were not very 
much at variance with the proposals involved in the Washing- 
ton agreements, so far as the amounts of wage increases went, 
but that in other respects there were some differences. The 


President received the report October 29 from Chairman Garfield. - 


The emergency board, composed of James R. Garfield, chair- 
man; George T. Baker, Davis R. Dewey, Chester H. Rowell and 
Walter P. Stacy, in its report to the President reviewed the 
issues involved in the controversy between the western roads 
and their conductors and trainmen and the developments in 
connection therewith. After bringing the history of the dispute 
down to the action of the employes in refusing to accept the 
Washington agreement and in proposing a modification thereof 
that the carriers rejected, the board said: 


Throughout all negotiations the carriers have insisted that both 
wage increases and change of rules are proper questions for arbitra- 
tion in the event the parties fail to agree; on the other hand, the 
employes insist that this wage increase is not a proper question for 
arbitration, because arbitrations and agreements resulting in increases 
had been made for conductors and trainmen, engineers, and firemen 
in the eastern and southeastern districts, and for engineers, firemen, 
and yardmen in the western district, hence another arbitration would 
, be a useless expenditure of money and time. 

A difficulty with that argument is that while the other train-serv- 
ice men had received increases, yet these particular men had been 
denied any increase under the arbitration award of June, 1927. How- 
ever, arf adverse discriminatory condition did result, which was rec- 
ognized by the carriers in their offer of a 6% per cent increase. 

Evidence was presented by the employes tending to show that the 
increase of wages of railroad employes since the pre-war period 
has not been so great as in some other industries, and the conclusion 
was drawn that for this reason the classes represented in this dispute 
should receive increases greater than 744 per cent. 

Evidence on the same subject was introduced by the carriers from 
which they drew conclusions adverse to the conclusions drawn by the 
employes. Likewise the representatives of the Chicago Association 
of Commerce presented evidence and statements on this subject. 

The industries selected for comparison, however, were but few 
and presented only a partial view of wage changes which have taken 
place in all branches of employment. Apart from this we have felt 
that it would not be helpful in the present dispute to enter into a 
general wage inquiry to determine whether the wage level in any 
industry was equitably balanced with level in other industries. 

The question of change of rules presents another problem. The 
employes recognized the right of the carriers to present changes in 
rules for consideration of the joint conference between themselves 
and the carriers, but they insisted that this question of the elimina- 
tion of ig aye rules of long standing and general application ought 
not now be subject to arbitration; however, they later suggested the 
ao og arbitration of certain rules as evidenced by their latest pro- 
posal. 

The board finds— 

1.. Considering the increases granted to other train service em- 
ployes in the eastern, southeastern and western districts, and despite 
the award of June, 1927, the carriers would not have been justified 
in refusing an increase similar to that granted the engineers and 
firemen of the western district. 

2. Considering the evidence regarding rates of pay and different 
working conditions of train service employes in the eastern and 
southeastern districts, and the rates of pay to engineers and firemen 
in the western district where working conditions are identical with 
working conditions of the employes in the case at issue, the carriers 
were justified in offering an increase of 6% per cent to the standard 
rates, containing, in addition to the rates so increased, the existing 
differentials for mountain and other special service. 

. Considering that the increase to engineers and firemen in the 
western district took effect on May 1, 1928, it is thought by this 
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board any increase granted to the employes in this dispute should 
take effect on the same date. 

4. Considering the purpose and intent of the railway labor act 
and the evidence presented, the question of the wage increase de. 
manded and the differences arising thereon during the negotations 
are proper questions for arbitration, if the spirit of the law is to 
guide the actions of carriers and employes. 

However, it is difficult to see why this controversy should haye 
arrived at a stage where it could not be settled by mutual negotia. 
tions. At one stage or another of this long-protracted dispute the 
carriers have offered 6% per cent increase with no change in rules; 
and at one stage or another the employes have expressed a willingness 
to accept 7% per cent increase, with no change in rules. The differ. 
ence between these offers, expressed in cents per basic day, amounts 
to from 5 to 7 cents per day. The board regards this difference ag 
too small to justify an interruption of transportation in the territory 
affected. 

Apparently the obstacle to a successful settlement has been the 
introduction, first by one side and then by the other, of certain cop. 
troversies in regard to rules; and the effort of each party to change 
rules, as a basis of settlement, has somewhat befogged the wage issue. 

In view of the fact that the conductors and trainment have at 
least once, if not twice, during the negotiations agreed to accept a flat 
percentage increase-of wages, irrespective of any vital change jn 
rules; and that the engineers and firemen in this same western dis- 
trict received an increase of but 6% per cent (instead of 7% per cent 
as in the east and 6% and 7 per cent, respectively, as in the south- 
east), we have not given serious attention to the specific demands 
of the conductors and trainmen for increases amounting to from 15 to 
27 per cent. 

If conductors and trainmen are to receive wages which are to 
place them on a nearer level to those of engineers and firemen, such 
a change should be divorced from the present controversy and con- 
sidered on its own merits, entirely apart from the present dispute. 

5. Considering the evidence presented regarding the origin of the 
double-header and tonnage limitation rule in 1903, and its modifica- 
tion, affecting changes in equipment, road structures, operation, ton- 
nage, working conditions and hazards, the problem presented is not 
free from difficulty. 

A large part of the evidence at the hearings before the board re- 
lated to rules. On the one hand the employes wish a change in the 
pick-up and drop rule; on the other the carriers wish the elimination 
or modification, through arbitration, of the double-header and tonnage 
limitation rules. These rules, however, involve technical questions 
affecting working conditions over a wide range of territory, which 
can not be adequately understood or appraised in the brief time open 
to this board in making its report. The carriers express a willing- 
ness to leave the entire settlement of double-header rules to arbitra- 
tion, but the employes object to signing an agreement which would 
involve them in a commitment to arbitrate new and uncertain de- 
mands which are not specified at the present time. 

It is not the purpose, as we understand it, of the railway labor act 
to impose compulsory arbitration either upon the employe or on 
the carriers, and in this respect the position of the employes refusing 
to agree in advance to arbitrate all cases which might come under the 
double-header rule is not without merit. We were, however, im- 
pressed by the statements made by the carriers, that if such changes 
in double-header rules were submitted to arbitration, no sweeping 
changes would be asked for; and that the apprehension of the em- 
ployes as to the effect of such changes was exaggerated. 

The board recognizes that arbitration does involve a certain 
amount of risk to the employes in the protection of fair and reason- 
able conditions of employment, but on the other hand the perpetua- 
tion of rules, adopted many years ago, may become an obstacle to 
economical operation. 

Inasmuch as contractual agreements between carriers and the 
employes usually run for but one year, it is to be hoped that the 
principle of arbitration may be given a wider use, in the expectation 
that from such experience an orderly method of procedure may be 
developed for the settlement of disputes. 

In particular, it appears to us that the rules limiting the use of 
double-headers deserve a thorough investigation. There is also in- 
volved the question of the operation of long trains which the 
employes maintain increases the hazard of employment. The em- 
ployes were insistent that the hazard was increasing; the carriers 
were equally insistent that train operation under current practice 
shows a decreasing hazard. We believe that this phase of the con- 
troversy can be settled only after an investigation by men skilled 
in technical and practical operation of railroads and suggest that 
the mattér be laid before the Interstate Commerce Commission for 
their advice and report. 

In regard to the pick-up and drop or conversion rule, condi- 
tions of operation vary on different roads. We believe that contro- 


versies on this subject should be settled by negotiations on the indi- . 


vidual roads, or by adjustment boards, or through the services of the 
United States Board of Mediation when negotiations fail. 


The board then set forth the proposals and counter-proposals 
heretofore quoted. 

The next move in the matter will come from the representa- 
tives of the carriers and of the employes. For thirty days, 
under the railway labor act, the status quo is to be maintained. 


At the end of that time, if a settlement has not been effected, 
there may be a strike. 





“AN OVERLOADED COMMISSION” 


Under the above heading, the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States in a statement says: 


Whether something cannot be done to lighten the growing bur- 
den imposed upon the Interstate Commerce Commission and simplify 
the task set for it by Congress is a question upon which attention 
will be centered by the railroad committee of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the United States next month. 

This inquiry will be conducted by a subcommittee under the chair- 
manship of Dr. Emory R. Johnson, of the University of Pennsylvania. 

The enormity of the jobs assigned to the commission is reflected 
in the growing length of the records in some of the cases with which 
they have dealt or are dealing. When the record of testimony taken 
in the southern freight rate readjustment case piled up to 4,000,000 
words, it was thought that the limit had been reached, but in a 
pending investigation the testimony taken has reached 60,000 pages— 
15,000,080 words—quite enough to occupy for a long time a commis- 
sioner who has nothing else to do. 

Whether the resources of the Commission are not being over- 
taxed, whether Congress has saddled upon it more than it can do 
and complicated the situation by attempting to do by direct legisla- 
tion what it has asked the Commission to do, are some of the prob- 
lems that are demanding consideration, 
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Current Topics 


in Washington 





The Election and the Commission.—A little more than forty 
years ago the fathers created the Commission, a body intended 
to be deaf, dumb and blind in so far as politics were concerned. 
With the fortitude of a St. Anthony, those acquainted with its 
work generally believe, it has resisted temptation. Had mem- 
pers of Congress been as correct in their attitude toward it 
as the Commission is believed always to have been in its atti- 
tude toward politics, commissioners would have no more inter- 
est in the balloting that takes place next week than is shown 
py all right-minded citizens. It is no secret, however, that they 
are more concerned than ever. That is on account of the riot 
in Congress over the lake cargo coal case, and particularly the 
utterance of Senator Glass of Virginia in his speech of October 
93. (See Traffic World, October 27, p. 926.) Senators from the 
rival coal fields dragged that case into Congress, those from 
the northern fields being the first offenders. Then the senators 
from the southern fields retaliated not only in the House and 
Senate, but in the campaign that is just closing. According 
to reports from the states in which the southern fields lie, the 
lake cargo coal case has been discussed to a greater or lesser 
extent throughout the campaign. Therefore, the commissioners 
have had to take an interest in politics which their quasi-judicial 
duties are supposed to make unseemly. A change in the ad- 
ministration from one party to another, in 1913, caused the 
holding up of nominations made by President Taft. The Re- 
publicans retaliated eight years later. However, not one of 
those hold-ups was on account of votes commissioners had cast. 
If Senator Glass carries out the threat he made in his speech, 
he will hold up the nomination of Commissioner Aitchison when 
President Coolidge sends his name to the Senate, as he is ex- 
pected to do soon after the Senate convenes in December. If 
Hoover is elected such a hold-up may reasonably be expected 
to cause President Coolidge to make a fight for the confirmation 
of Aitchison. If the election goes against-Hoover, then it may 
be that it will be deemed futile for President Coolidge or any 
other Republican to take up weapons for Commissioner Aitchi- 
son. Commissioners Porter and Farrell are also due to be re- 
nominated in December. If the Commission and its members 
are to be dragged into politics it is conceivable that retaliation 
on account of the fight against Aitchison will take the form 
of a hold-up in the nominations of those Democrats by Repub- 
lican senators. In other words, the situation, if continued as 
indicated by Senator Glass’s threat, is not unlikely to develop 
along the lowest of political lines and the ideal Congress set up 
in 1887 be brought down. The theory of a bi-partisan board 
is that the rules of politics will not be applied to it, beyond 
the basic idea that each of the leading parties shall receive 
its share of the patronage. That, of course, is low enough, but 
not so low as the ideas that have been suggested in the course 
of the campaign that is now closing, especially the Glass idea, 
that the Commission was packed by the Republicans “in order 
to bring from it a decision which amounted to the most danger- 
ous usurpation of power ever attempted to be exercised by a 
quasi-judicial body in this country.” In the event of Hoover’s 
election and the return of a Republican Congress, it is possible 
that the senators will get back on the basis of each party get- 
ting its share of patronage. By the same sign, in the event 
of the election of Smith and a Democratic Congress, Senator 
Glass may regard that as a mandate from the people to follow 
the course he has been suggesting. Many would be inclined 
to agree with him, especially if the election resulted in the 
return of Senator Neely of West Virginia, a Democrat who took 
a leading part in the fight against Commissioner Esch. Bluntly, 
there is a general thought that if the election goes Republican 
Commissioner Aitchison will have a chance of continuing, but 
otherwise not. It is fairly definite that Commissioner Aitchison, 
on account of the fight that has been made on him, hopes for 
and will receive a reappointment at the hands of President 
Coolidge. That is so notwithstanding the fact that at various 
times in the last three years he has seriously discussed, with 
his friends, whether it would not be good for him to retire and 
take up the practice of his profession, the law. In other words, 
as his friends understand it, he is averse to retiring under fire. 





Now It Is Southwestern Revision—The Commission, in a 
number of reports recently, has been referring to No. 13535, 
Consolidated Southwestern Cases, as the Southwestern Revision. 
Sometimes the case, which started out to be a class rate revi- 
sion, but got tarnished by picking up some commodity rates, 
has been mentioned as the Southwestern Class Rate case, or 
as just Southwestern Class Rates. The newest name, it is be- 
lieved, will commend itself to those who are compelled to make 
reference to the case. There may not be anything in a name, 
as the poet has said, but there was enough in it to bring con- 
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fusion upon the late Chief Justice White. When Luther M. 
Walter arose to discuss the Shreveport case he suggested more 
than the customary forty-five minutes a side, which is all the 
Supreme Court of the United States usually allows. Mr. White 
vigorously shook his head, so Walter began discussing Houston 
East & West Texas vs. United States. He had not gone far 
before the Chief Justice of the United States straightened up 
and became unusually interested. He had heard Walter say 
something about the Shreveport case. With much interest he 
inquired if Houston East & West Texas vs. United States was 
the so-called Shreveport case. When told that it was he an- 
nounced that the court had decided to give hours and hours 
to each side instead of only the forty-five minutes. Although 
Mr. White was the highest judicial officer in the world, holding 
an office created by the Constitution, he was like other men in 
one respect, he just could not remember the technical names 
of many of the very important cases that came before the court 
in his time. 





Germany Seems to Have a Hoch-Smith Resolution.— 
Germany was subjected to an increase of freight rates of 
11 per cent on October 1 and a reduction in the number 
of passenger fare classes from four to two. The freight rate 
increase, however, does not apply to foodstuffs. Hay and 
straw, Assistant Trade Commissioner A. Douglas Cook, Berlin, 
reported to the Department of Commerce, would have a special 
tariff reducing the rates 15 per cent. Milk rates are to be re- 
vised, but they are exempted from the general increase. Fresh 
potato rates have also been held down. The changes are ex- 
pected to bring about an increase in the operating revenue of 
about 250,000,000 reichmarks, or, in round terms, $60,000,000. 
The reduction in the classes of passenger fares, from two to 
four, brought about a strong protest from the commercial trav- 
elers’ associations, even as in this country. The first and fourth 
classes have been abolished, except that the first class still is 
kept on in the de luxe international trains, the transit fare on 
such trains being about 4.56 cents per mile. The two general 
classes left are the old second and third. The second is known 
as the upholstered class, equal about to the coach class in this 
country, with a basic fare of about 2.284 cents per mile. The 
third class, on account of the wooden benches in the compart- 
ments, is known as the wood class. The fourth class passengers, 
not riding on commutation tickets, constituting about 57 per 
cent of the whole number, will have to stand an 11 per cent 
increase in fares. Commutation fares have not been changed. 
Increases in them might not be good for the politicians. Two 
cabinets sidestepped the question as to whether there should 
be a general increase in rates. The present cabinet submitted 
the question to the railroad administration board, not defined 
in the report, and it accepted the responsibility, which two cab- 
inets, the flower of the “responsible” or parliamentary form of 
government, had passed on down to an administrative body 
which could not “pass the buck.” 





Ho, for Inefficient Public Servants.—An efficient public serv- 
ice, in the eyes of Homer Ferguson, president of the Newport 
News Shipbuilding-and Dry Dock Co., is worse than the black 
plague. At least that is what Herbert Corey, in The Nation’s 
Business, says Ferguson says. The Ferguson hypothesis is that 
an efficient government official finds it easy to obtain appro- 
priations for his work. Thereby he extends his bureau and the 
government expands its activities into the doing of things that 
citizens should do for themselves. An inefficient one, it is the 
Ferguson belief, finds a hard-hearted Congress when he asks 
for money. Thereby the government is kept on the Jeffersonian 
basis; that that government is best which governs least. Fer- 
guson was once a government employe. He was a naval con- 
structor and among those, who, by reason of Grover Cleveland’s 
determination to free this country from the humiliation of 
having to buy warship plans in foreign countries, was sent to 
Europe to learn how to make plans for iron ships, particularly 
for war purposes. After he had staid in the government service 
long enough to pay for his education at Annapolis, with a year 
thrown in for good measure, he resigned. Ferguson’s is a keen 
mind. He it was who observed, when this government scrapped 
$35,000,000 of real warship building, that we scrapped warships, 
while European governments scrapped blueprints as their con- 
tribution to world peace. Ferguson holds that every successful 
bureau chief, that is, one who does good work and thereby ob- 
tains the confidence of Congress, is a corrosive influence eating 
away the liberties of the people and making way for the exten- 
sion of government into all the activities in which, ultimately 
will come inefficient men to make the last state of the country 
worse than the first. Therefore, the inefficient official, in his 
view, is a blessing, though at the time he may seem the reverse 
of that. 





Soon the Osages Will Have to Work.—The Osage Indians, 
envied by most other Americans, are nearing the point where 
they will have to think of going to work. Next year it is esti- 
mated that the Osage entitled to one whole share in the com- 
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munity property of the tribe will receive less than $5,000. This 
year the full share Osage has received $5,700 from the funds 
the government has obtained from the petroleum found on Osage 
land. Of course, if a large pool should be found the evil day 
when the Osage will have to think about how to make ends 
meet will be put off. In the last fourteen years the Department 
of the Interior has received and disbursed $573,772,953 for the 
Osages. There are 2,229 members of the tribe on the rolls. In 
the fourteen years each has received, or had placed to his credit, 
$95,000. In 1926, the annual income of each member of the 
tribe was $13,400. That was the Osage’s best year. The gov- 
ernment has been trying to make the Osages prepare for the 
time when they will have to earn their living by reason of the 
exhaustion of the oil on their lands. It has made little prog- 
ress. It is hard to persuade even a white man who is bathing 
in petroleum royalties to settle down. With the Indian it is 
practically impossible. A recent bulletin of the Department 
of the Interior says that “with reference to employment among 
the Osage Indians, a few of them secure employment locally, but 
the great majority of them do not desire employment and would 
not consider the same if offered to them.” The government 
also finds that it is hard to keep liquor away from them. They 
have the money and the bootleggers have the stuff that is called 
firewater. No Indian, apparently, however, has had energy 
enough to learn how to make liquor for himself, so that when the 
oil wells are exhausted the Osage will have to become cold sober 
—unless he can find employment that will pay him enough to 
enable him to buy gin, a thing that seems hardly possible.— 
A. E. H. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 17126, Marion Machine, Foundry & Supply Co. vs. Big 
Four et al. Order entered herein on November 1, 1926, reopen- 
ing this proceeding for further hearing has been rescinded and 
the proceeding has been reopened for further hearing solely 
with respect to the question of reparation at such time and place 
as the Commission may hereafter direct. 


No. 19106, Beaman Elevator Co. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al. The order entered in this proceeding on March 
5, 1928, which was by its terms made effective May 5, 1928, on 
5 days’ notice and subsequently modified so as to become efféc- 
tive on November 1, 1928, has been further modified so that it 
will become effective on December 31, 1928, on 5 days’ notice, 
instead of said November 1, 1928. 


No. 16845 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 7 inclusive), Iola Cement Mills 
Traffic Association et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al. and 
16988, Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg 
et al. The effective date of order of July 13, 1928, in this pro- 
ceeding, as subsequently amended, has been further postponed 
until December 31, 1928. 


Fourth Section Order No. 9842, rates on glass containers 
from and to points in official classification territory. Petition 
for modification of fourth section order No. 9842 on behalf of 
members of the Glass Container Association of America, issued 
in response to fourth section application 13413, denied. 


The Commission has modified its order of July 5 in No. 
17310, George A. Hormel & Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul et al. and the two sub-numbers thereunder, Armour & Co. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., and Albert Lea Packing Co. vs. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., requiring the establishment of 
rates on salt, from Kansas salt origin points to Austin, St. Paul, 
Albert Lea and Faribault, Minn., so as to require the establish- 
ment of the rates prescribed only over lines or routes having 
the short mileage from points of origin to points of destination, 
not later than November 26. 

No. 21324, Fruit Products Co. of Florida vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al. and No. 21325, Fruit Products Co. of Florida vs. At- 
lantic Coast Line et al. Jacksonville Traffic Bureau permittted 
to intervene. 

No. 21305, Industrial Rayon Corp., successor to the Industrial 
Fibre Co. vs. Pere Marquette et al. General Chemical Co. per- 
mittted to intervene. 

No. 21209, Aalfs Paint & Glass Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
National Sash and Door Co., Loraiux Glass Co. and G. BE. Klock 
receiver thereof, permittted to intervene. 

No. 21376, The Charles Boldt Paper Mills Co. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al. Bogalusa Paper Co., Inc. and the Brown 
Paper Mills Co. permittted to intervene 

No. 21262, Green Bay Association of Commerce et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Milwaukee Iron and Steel Committee and Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, Racine, Wis., permitted to intervene. 

No. 21080 (and Sub. Nos 1 to 5, incl.), Anderson Oil Co. et 
al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Sinclair Refining Co. permittted 
to intervene. 

No. 15823, Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al. The order entered in this proceeding on 
May 26, 1928, and subsequently modified, has been further modi- 
fied so as to eliminate the requirement that defendants remove 
the undue prejudice both with respect to the rates and the con- 
centration arrangements. 
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No. 214438, Sodium Products Corp. vs. Abilene & Souther 
et al. Southern Acid & Sulphur Co., Inc., permitted to intervene 

No. 21475, Georgia-Louisiana Corp. vs. Southern et al. The 
Champion Fibre Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21291, Mystic Iron Works vs. New Haven et al. Hudsoy 
Valley Coke & Products Corp. permitted to intervene. 

No. 18364, Georgia Public Service Commission vs. Atlant. 
Coast Line. Effective date of order heretofore entered in this 
proceeding on August 27, 1928, has been postponed to Decembe 
10, 1928. 


et al. Pasotex Petroleum Co. permitted to intervene. 

I. & S. No. 2479, lumber and forest products between soutp. 
ern points and destinations in Virginia and No. 16383, Adams. 
Bank Lumber Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. Souther 
Furniture Manufacturers’ Association and R. J. Reynolds 1. 
bacco Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21271, Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. Akron, Cantoy 
& Youngstown et al. Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Associatiop 
permitted to intervene. : 

No. 13878, Chicago Fire Brick Co. et al. vs. Ahnapee ¢ 
Western et al. Petition of complainants and intervener for re. 
hearing and/or reconsideration upon record as made, modifica. 
tion of report and order, and oral argument, denied. 

No. 21214, the Vulcan Detinning Co. et al. vs. Akron, Cap. 
ton & Youngstown et al. Nestle’s Food Co., Inc., permitted to 
intervene. 

No. 21330, Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal District ys, 
Brimstone Railroad & Canal Co. et al. New Orleans Rice 
Millers’ Association permitted to intervene. 

No. 21333, the Rubber Association of America, Inc., et al. 
vs. Akron & Barberton Belt et al. International Shoe Co. per. 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 21388 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 6, incl.), Virginia Lumber 
Corporation vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. Jacksonville Traffic 
Bureau, Inc., permitted to intervene. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING ETC. 


No. 21080 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 4, inclusive), Anderson Oil Co. 
et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Complainants therein ask 
for modification of Commission’s order dated October 1, 1928, in 
Docket 17000, part 4A, rates on refined petroleum products from, 
to, and between points in the southwest, by eliminating there- 
from the cases of Anderson Oil Co. et al., Docket 21080, and 
(Sub. Nos. 1 to 4, inclusive), and setting same for separate and 
distinct hearing without reference to or in connection with the 
general investigation, Docket 17000, part 4-A. 


No. 17840, Ceramic Traffic Assn. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
Defendants petition for rehearing or reconsideration. 


No. 17957, Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. et al. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al. Complainants petition for a further 
hearing. 

No. 19747, Morris Gofnick et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Com- 
plainant petitions for reopening to take further evidence. 


No. 20068, Hardaway Contracting Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al. Complainant petitions for reargument. 

No. 20256, Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Defendants petition for postponement of the effective date of 
the Commission’s order. 

No. 19646, Gopher State Canneries, Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Defendants ask for dismissal of proceeding and postponement 
of effective date of order pending consideration of petition. 

No. 16845, Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg et al., and cases grouped therewith. Defendants, 
through F. A. Leland, ask for postponement of effective date 
of orders entered in these cases, also fourth section order No. 
9869, until March 1, 1929. 

No. 18596, Tonawanda Paper Co., Inc., vs. New York Central 
et al. Complainants ask for vacation of order of June 4, 1928, 
in so far as it reopens this case for further oral argument, and 
directs a supplemental consolidated proposed report. 

No. 17006, Upson Co. vs. Carriers. Complainant asks for 
reopening. , 

No. 16845, Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association et al. vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al. and related cases. Mississippi 
Central asks for modification of findings and order concerning 
rates on cement from Ada, Okla., Eagle Ford, Fort Worth, 
Harrys and Houston (Manchester), Tex., and related points, to 
points on and via the Mississippi Central (reported at 144 I. C.C. 
585). 

No. 18477 (and Sub. No. 1), California Peach & Fig Growers 
vs. Santa Fe et al. Complainant asks for reopening of the 
case, and for rehearing, or reconsideration and modification of 
the decision without rehearing. 

No. 18690, American Zinc Products Co. vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et al., No. 19072, Chapman-Price Steel Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., and No. 20079, Newport Rolling Mills Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al. American Zinc Products Co. asks the Commission to dismiss 
the petition of Southwestern lines for rehearing and postpone- 
ment of effective date of order. 







No. 20835, Gulf Refining Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Souther 
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POTATO ADJUSTMENT REVISED 


The Commission, in No. 17128, Taylor Produce Co. et al. 
ys. Atlantic Coast Line et al., on appeal from division 3, has 
revised the adjustment of rates on potatoes made in the original 
report, 115 I. Cc. C. 633. The revised adjustment is to be made 
effective not later than January 2. The report also covers I. 
and S. No. 2521, potatoes from southeastern and Carolina ter- 
ritores to northern and western points, parts of fourth section 
application No. 703 filed by the Atlantic Coast Line and No. 
17632, Harry J. Lewis Co. et al. vs. Norfolk Southern et al. 

Upon this further hearing the Commission has affirmed the 
pasis of rates prescribed in the former report, from points in 
the Carolinas on the Atlantic Coast Line to Kalamazoo, Jack- 
son, Battle Creek and Sturgis, Mich. 

Denial of fourth section relief and a finding that the pro- 
posed increased and reduced rates on potatoes from the same 
points of origin to central territory had not been justified were 
also affirmed. The finding, however, is without prejudice to the 
establishment of rates upon the basis authorized in the former 
report, observing from North Carolina points on the A. C. L. 
a relationship of rates from Norfolk, Va., herein approved. 

Rates on like traffic from points in North Carolina on the 
Norfolk Southern to Michigan points hereinbefore mentioned 
were found unreasonable and unduly prejudicial and a new 
basis of rates was prescribed and reparation was denied for 
the reasons set forth in the original report but not repeated in 
this one. The Commission said it was not able to determine 
whether there were overcharges as alleged in No. 17632, but 
that if there were any they should be refunded. 

The need of the Norfolk Southern for more revenue and 
the necessity for a relationship of rates from the Carolina points 
and from Norfolk, Va., were points on which the decisions in 
these cases turned. 

The basis laid down in the form of a scale prescribed in 
the title case in the original report, is preserved by the affirma- 
tion before mentioned. The changes in the adjustment will be 
caused by the following findings: 

In. No. 17632 we find that rates on potatoes, in carloads, from 
points in North Carolina on the Norfolk Southern to Kalamazoo, 
Jackson, Battle Creek and Sturgis, Mich., are and for the future 
will be unduly prejudicial to those points to the extent that they 
exceed or may exceed the corresponding rates contemporaneously in 
effect to Grand Rapids, and that they are and for the future will 
be unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed rates 
under the distance scale found reasonable in No. 17128 to the same 
destinations from points on the Atlantic Coast Line in North Caro- 
lina, plus arbitraries, to accrue solely to the Norfolk Southern for 
the portions of the through hauls performed by it, of 2 cents for 25 
miles and under, 3 cents for 75 miles and over 25, 4 cents for 150 
miles and over 75, 5 cents for 250 miles and over 150, and 6 cents 
for 251 miles and over. In computing rates under the scale herein 
found reasonable distances over the shortest routes used for the 
transportation of through traffic should be employed. 

The finding that the proposed rates have not been justified also 
is affirmed. The order entered September 29, 1926, in I. & S. No. 2521 
will be vacated and an order will be entered requiring the cancella- 
tion of the suspended schedules, without prejudice to the establish- 
ment of rates to points in central territory on potatoes, in carloads, 
(1) from all points on the Atlantic Coast Line in North Carolina and 
South Carolina, Lanes and north thereof, which shall not exceed 
rates under the distance scale found reasonable in No. 17128, com- 
puted in the manner designated in the former report; and (2) from 
all points on the Atlantic Coast Line in North Carolina which shall 
not exceed the corresponding rates contemporaneously in effect from 
Norfolk (a) by more than 4 cents per 100 pounds from Vandemere, 
Kinston, Warsaw, Fayetteville and points north thereof, and (b) 
by more than 8 cents per 100 pounds from points south of Vande- 
mere, Kinston, Warsaw and Fayetteville. 

We further affirm the denial of fourth-section relief. Fourth 
Section Order No. 9383, entered September 29, 1926, will be amended 
to become effective February 20, 1929. 


SILK ROAD COAL RATES: 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 18873, Cheney 
Brothers, Inc., et al. vs. South Manchester Railroad Co. et al., 
in a report written by Commissioner Brainerd, has ordered a 
revision of the rates on hard and soft coal and coke to South 
Manchester, Conn., on the South Manchester Railroad not later 
than December 22, generally to the basis of rates to Manchester, 
Conn. 

One of the questions in connection with the matter was 
as to whether the South Manchester Railroad, a common carrier, 
with a main line 1.94 miles long, incorporated by the legislature 
of Connecticut in 1866, was a common carrier entitled to par- 
ticipate and receive divisions out of joint interstate rates. All 
the stock is owned by Cheney Brothers, Inc., one of the com- 
plainants. It, however, serves about fifty industries at South 
Manchester, which, according to the report, is the most popu- 
lous of the villages constituting the town of Manchester. The 
tonnage of the proprietary industry, a manufacturer of silk, at 
times has constituted as high as 50 per cent of the total. 


The Commission found that the South Manchester was a 
common carrier entitled to participate in and receive divisions 
out of interstate rates. The industry-owned road, by answer 
and cross-complaint, consented to the establishment of joint 
rates as requested by the complainants. In addition, it alleged 
that the rates assailed by the complainants subjected it to loss 
of revenue and asked the Commission to determine just and 
equitable divisions to accrue to it out of any joint rates that 
might be established. The Commission said that the record 
was insufficient to afford a basis for the determination of divi- 
sions. The findings are as follows: 


1. That the South Manchester Railroad is a common carrier of 
property subject to the interstate commerce act which may lawfully 
participate in and receive from its trunk-line connection divisions 
of joint rates, such divisions to be reasonable. 

2. That the all-rail rates assailed on bituminous and anthracite 
coal and on anthracite briquettes and boulets was, is and for the 
future will be unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent 
that they exceeded, exceed or may exceed the contemporaneous rate 
to Manchester. 

3. That the all-rail rate assailed on coke was and is not unduly 
prejudicial but that it was, is and for the future will be unreasonable 
to the extent that it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed $5.54 per ton 
of 2,000 pounds. 

4. That the rates assailed on tidewater coke were and are not 
unreasonable or unduly prejudicial; and that the rates assailed on 
tidewater coal were and are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, 
except that the rate assailed on bituminous coal from New Haven 
was, is and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeds or may exceed $1.50 per ton of 2,240 pounds. 

5. That the rates found reasonable for the future should be 
published as joint rates. 

6. That certain of complainants, namely the Manchester Lumber 
Co., the corporation Cheney Brothers, Archie Hayes, H. E. Seaman 
and L. Pola, made shipments of these commodities and paid and 
bore the charges thereon; that they were damaged thereby in the 
amount of the difference between the charges paid and those which 
would have accrued at the rates herein found reasonable; and that 
they are entitled to reparation, with interest. These complainants 
should comply with Rule V of the Rules of Practice. 


Chairman Campbell, concurring in part, said he regarded 
the tidewater rate from New Haven to South Manchester as 
unreasonable, relatively and per se, to the extent it exceeded 
$1.33. He said he could find no justification for a rate differ- 
ence of 17 cents for an additional haul of only 1.94 miles over 
a carrier owned and operated by the complainant, the principal 
shipper, particularly when Manchester and South Manchester 
took the same all-rail rates on all classes and commodities, ex- 
cept coal. ' 


RETURNED EMPTY CEMENT SACKS 


The Commission has dismissed No. 16802, Texas Cement 
Plaster Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et al., and the cases joined 
with it, all involving the question of the rates on returned 
empty cement plaster sacks or returned empty cement bags or 
sacks. Some of the cases were on further consideration of the 
reports in 93 I. C. C. 605 and 136 I. C. C. 279. 


Summarized, the Commission found not unreasonable the 
rates on returned empty cement plaster sacks, in less than car- 
loads, from points in Arkansas, Kansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Louisiana, Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Mississippi, the Carolinas, 
and Tennessee to Plasterco, Plasterco Junction and Hamlin, 
Tex. Upon further consideration, it has modified, in part, the 
finding in the former report, 93 I. C. C. 605, that the rates on 
empty returned cement bags and sacks, from Texas points to 
Ada, Okla., were unreasonable and unduly prejudicial but has 
dismissed that complaint the same as in the origial case. It 
has affirmed the finding in the former report, 136 I. C. C. 279, 
that the rates on used, empty, cement bags, returned, in less 
than carloads, from points in Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas and 
Missouri, to cement mills in those states were not unreasonable. 
That finding was also on further consideration. 

The cases on further consideration were Oklahoma Portland 
Cement Co. vs. A. & S. et al., 93 I. C. C. 605, and Atlas Portland 
Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., 136 I. C. C. 279, and the cases 
joined with it. Those cases were reopened on the Commission’s 
own motion. In the Oklahoma case the Commission, by 
division 3, in 1924, found the fourth class rates applied to the 
traffic in question unreasonable and unduly prejudicial for the 
future to the extent they might exceed one-half of fourth class 

In the Atlas case, decided in 1927, division 4 found the 
fourth class rates not unreasonable and dismissed it. 

The Commission said the issues presented in these cases 
were substantially similar to those tendered in the title com- 
plaint and that they would be disposed of in this report. 

The complainant in No. 16802 asked the Commission to pre- 
scribe one-half of fourth class as reasonable rates on the empty 
returned plaster and cement containers, which would be a fol- 








994 


lowing of division 3 in its disposition of the Oklahoma Portland 
Cement case. All the carriers except the Kansas City, Mexico 
& Orient, the report said, opposed the proposed rates. In support 
of their opposition, it said, they cited Consolidated Classifica- 
tion Case, 54 I. C. C. 1, decided in 1919, in which the Com- 
mission said that repeatedly it had approved the cancellation of 
exceptionally low rates on returned empty used packages or 
containers, referring in that decision to the earlier case of 
Empty Carrier Ratings, 46 I. C. C. 520, in which the regulating 
body found justified the proposal to increase ratings on con- 
tainers from one-half fourth class to fourth class. 

In the Oklahoma case the Commission said the carriers 
offered practically no defense and in accordance with the order 
in that case the rating and rates were reduced to one-half of 
fourth Class. In the Atlas case, the report said, the question of 
the reasonableness of the rating of one-half fourth class was 
discussed in great detail. The finding in the Oklahoma case, of 
undue prejudice, was affirmed in this report. It was made on 
account of the showing of many rates on the one-half of fourth 
class, due, in a measure, to state ratings. In this case the 
Commission said the defendants did not contend that the cir- 
cumstances and conditions as between interstate and state 
traffic were different. Intrastate rates not prescribed or ap- 
proved by it but maintained under state authority, the Com- 
mission said, could not, of course, be regarded as controlling 
in determining the measure of interstate rates. Obviously, 
however, it said, the existence of the different rate bases was 
a prolific source of complaint. Defendants, the Commission 
said, therefore, should give consideration to the matter of estab- 
lishing a uniform adjustment. 

The finding that the rates assailed in these proceedings 
were and are not unreasonable, the report says, is without 
prejudice to any conclusions which may be reached in I. and 
S. No. 3130, in which some of the rates filed in purported con- 
formity with the decision in the Consolidated Southwestern 
cases are suspended for investigation. 

An order was made vacating the order of November 25, 
1924, entered in the Oklahoma Case, so that the new record will 
show that the Commission, on further consideration, reached 
the conclusion that the fourth class rates were and are not un- 
reasonable. 

This report also covers No. 14527, Oklahoma Portland 
Cement Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; No. 17942, Atlas 
Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. and three sub-numbers 
thereunder, Same vs. Same; and a fourth sub-number, Hawkeye 
Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 17946, 
Nebraska Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; and No. 18687, 
Missouri Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 


TRANSITED GRAIN CASES 


In a report in No. 20132, Rodney Milling Company vs. St. 
Louis-San Francisco et al., a sub-number thereunder, Wash- 
burn Crosby Company et al. vs. Union Pacific et al. and I. and 
S. No. 3073, grain and grain products from Kansas to Arkansas, 
Kansas and Missouri, the Commission, by division 3, has found 
unreasonable the applicable carload rates on grain originating 
in Kansas, milled in transit, and the products shipped to inter- 
state destinations in Arkansas, Kansas and Missouri, and pre- 
scribed new ones which are to be established not later than 
December 20. It has awarded reparation and authorized the 
waiving of undercharges. It has also found overcharges, the 
refund of which it has directed. These findings relate to the 
formal docket complaints. 

In respect of the rates in the schedules under suspension 
in I. and S. No. 3073, it has found not justified the increased 
rates on grain products, from designated points in Kansas to 
destinations in Arkansas, to Kansas points over interstate 
routes, and to Missouri points. It has ordered the suspended 
schedules canceled and discontinued the proceedings. 


The formal complaints alleged that the rates on grain from 
points in Kansas on the Union Pacific, Enterprise on the east 
and Hays on the west, milled in transit at Kansas City, Mo.- 
Kans., and interior points in Kansas and the products shipped 
to Arkansas, Kansas and Missouri, were violative of the first 
four sections of the interstate commerce act, and that the 
charges on certain shipments were in disregard of section 6. 
Immediately after the summarizing of the allegations, the Com- 
mission’s report said the evidence did not sustain the allega- 
tions about sections 2, 3, and 4. 


Disagreement as to the meaning of various tariff provisions 
was the cause of the complaints. After they were made the 
Union Pacific sought to cancel joint through product rates 
which the shippers claimed were applicable from point of 
origin of the grain to the destination of the products. 

The Commission found that the assailed rates were, are 
and for the future would be unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded, exceed or might exceed the grain and grain products 
distance rates prescribed in Oklahoma Corporation Commis- 
sion vs. A. & S., 101 I. C. C. 116, in which a scale known as 
the 13406 scale was prescribed, applied as therein provided, 
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except that on shipments milled in transit the rate-making , 
tances may be computed via Kansas City. 

As to reparation and the return of overcharges or 4 
waiving of undercharges, the Commission laid down rules , 
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cluding reference to the methods to be used in applying 4 digs 
scale contained in the order establishing the new rates, the two- 
follows: ficial -_ 
certain re 
We further find that complainants and interveners who paid anim that Ras 
or bore charges as the applicable rates on shippers moving Within” in ding 
the statutory period, have been damaged in the amounts that e wa 
charges paid exceeded those that would have accrued at the raty the tual 
herein found reasonabfe, applied as hereinafter indicated, anq a re or ful 
entitled to reparation, with interest. They should comply with Ry, ° app 
V of the Rules of Practice and may include in the Rule V statemen, fim! a. to 
shipments moving after the hearing, with proof by affidavit as ty ot on 
all shipments that they paid and/or bore the charges thereon, ry comp! 





defendants object to proof in this manner a further hearing may , 
requested. : 

In reference to shipments which were transported within ty 
statutory period, and on which the higher combination grain rats 
herein found unreasonable were applicable, but not collected, the 
defendants are authorized to adjust and collect the underchargy 
upon the basis of the rates herein found reasonable, applied as hen. 
inafter indicated. For the purpose of awarding reparation and ad- 
justing undercharges in compliance with the foregoing findings, th 
actual distances between points of origin and destination over the 
routes of movement will be used in connection with the scale pre- 
scribed herein. 















The complaints were filed in September and November 
1927. They asked for reparation in the statutory period precej. 
ing their filing. 


TALKING MACHINE CAR ORDERS 


The Commission, by division 1, has dismissed No. 1873], 
Brunswick-Balke-Collender Company vs. Pere Marquette et al, 
and No. 18872, Same vs. Michigan Central et al., finding tha 
the two-for-one provision in Rule 34, section 3(b) of official 
classification No. 47 is applicable where two cars are furnished 
in lieu of a car of greater length ordered, but not where one 
or both of the cars furnished are of the length ordered, al 
though their height is less than that specified in the car order. 

Further the Commission has ruled that when a shipper 
uses for a single shipment two cars of the length of the one 
car ordered, or one car of that length and one shorter car, 
but of less height than ordered, the charges should be based 
on the minimum weight applicable to each of the cars so used, 
or actual weight where greater than the minimum. 

A third finding is that the failure of the defendants to 
provide for the application of the two-for-one provision to the 
height of the cars as well as the length is not unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The complaint alleged that the collection of additional 
charges on many carload shipments of talking machines from 
Muskegon, Mich., to many destinations between April 2 and 
November 23, 1923, would subject the complainant to the pay- 
ment of charges which would be unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory and unduly prejudicial. The purpose of the com- 
plaint, the report said, was to obtain relief from the payment 
of undercharges demanded by the railroads. The carriers are 
suing for the collection of undercharges in instances where 
they furnished cars of the designated length, although not of 
the height desired, in which the two-for-one rule was applied 
as if it provided for the use of two cars because one or both 
cars furnished was not of the height desired. 

The Commission said the collection of the charges was 
not enforcible through it. It said that it might and should, 
under the complaints, inquire into the reasonableness of the 
attempt of the carriers to collect charges on the basis involved 
in the demand for undercharges, as it had done in Heid Broth- 
ers vs. E. P. & N., 55 I. C. C. 416. 

Complainant contended that it was unreasonable to exclude 
the height of the cars from the application of the two-for-one 
rule. The Commission pointed out that in Ohio Body & Blower 
Company vs. A. C. & Y., 104 I. C. C. 19, it had held that it was 
not unreasonable for the carriers to refuse to include the 
height of the car in the two-for-one rule. 

In accordance with an understanding between the agents 
of the carriers and the complainant two cars were furnished 
when a car of 10 feet in height could not be furnished and the 
two-for-one rule was applied even if one or both of the cars 
furnished were of the length ordered. That was stopped upon 
the request of the weighing and inspection bureau officials. 
Now the carriers are suing to cdllect in accordance with the 
rules without. regard to the height of the cars furnished. 

Complainant referred to Lippard-Stewart Motor Company 
vs. M. C., 38 I. C. C. 112, in which the Commission said that a 
carrier was not entitled to impose additional transportation 
charges on a shipper who ordered a car “of a capacity, length, 
or dimension specified in the carrier’s tariff simply because the 
carrier is not provided with cars of the dimensions ordered.” 

The Commission said that although the word “dimensions” 
was used in that report, the case related to the ordinary two- 
for-one rule subsequently established in the applicable classifi- 
cation, similar to that contained in Rule 34. It said it had 
never found that the carriers’ failure to make the two-for-one 
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e applicable to the heights of cars to be unreasonable, but 
und to the contrary in Ohio Body & Blower case, supra. The 
ndings in the case are: 


We find that where complainant ordered a car of a certain length 
was furnished two shorter cars charges were collectible on basis 
the two-for-one provision contained in rule 34, section 3(b) of the 
mcial classification; and that when complainant ordered a car of 
vertain length its order was filled when defendants furnished a car 

“that jength although of less height than specified in the order, 
in instances where complainant used that and another car for 
- loading of a single shipment charges were collectible on basis 
f the minimum weight applicable to each of the cars so used, or on 
he actual weight where greater than the minimum. : ‘ 

We further find that defendants’ failure to provide in said rule 
4 for application of the two-for-one rule to the height of cars as 
ell as to length, or to establish a separate rule containing such a 
provision, was not and is not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 
rhe complaint will be dismissed. 


STEEL RATES PREJUDICIAL 


An order requiring the removal of undue prejudice not later 
han January 5 has been made in No. 18554, Wyeth Hardware 
4% Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al., as to 
ates on iron and steel articles, from points in Wisconsin, Illi- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri and from east-bank Mississippi 
River crossings on traffic originating east of the Indiana-Illinois 
state line, to St. Joseph, Mo., and Atchison, Kan. The Com- 
mission, by division 3, found the rates designated not unrea- 
sonable but unduly prejudicial to St. Joseph and Atchison and 
unduly preferential of destinations in Missouri, Iowa, and Min- 
nesota which were and are accorded commodity rates less than 
fifth class from points of origin, chiefly Chicago, Peoria and 
St. Louis. 
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~ 1873}, Removal of the undue prejudice, the Commission’s order say,s, 
in aa may be made by the carriers either by reducing the rates to 
; a ~ St. Joseph and Atchison to a basis not higher than 5 cents less 
urni 7 than the applicable fifth class rates, or by increasing the rates 
mee al to the preferred destinations to the basis of their fifth class 
: rates. 
> a This complaint was made by manufacturing, selling and 
‘ship tm fabricating companies, firms and individuals at St. Joseph and 
he pr Atchison, to which points the carriers maintain fifth class rates 
er a on the articles in question, while to intermediate points in Mis- 
1 based souri and Iowa, according to the report, they maintain com- 
0 used modity rates less than fifth class. The adjustment was alleged 

: to make it impossible for the complainants to compete on even 
ints to terms with competitors in surrounding jobbing points which 
to the complainants said they, naturally, should serve. 
able or Defendants denied that the commodity rates to destinations 

west of the Missouri River were any lower than the fifth class 
itional rates to Atchison, St. Joseph and other Missouri River cities 
; from and urged that on a distance basis the former were higher and 
2 and yielded greater ton-mile earnings. They contended that the 
@ pay- class rates between the Mississippi and Missouri rivers had been 
y dis. depressed by competition between carriers having the short-line 
- com- hauls between the different points. Further, to show the good 
yment quality of the rates under attack, they pointed out that they 
‘S are occupied an intermediate position, being somewhat higher than 
where the rates for like distances prescribed in the Jones & Laughlin 
ot of case, 96 I. C. C. 682, and the rates prescribed in the Southwest- 
»plied ern revision. : 
both SS 
CANNED GOODS VIA CANADA 
oun _ The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 17906, 
the National Canners Association et al. vs. Ann Arbor et ‘al., finding 
‘ved not unreasonable the rates on canned goods, carloads, from 
roth- points in Wisconsin to destinations in New York, New Jersey 
and New England. 

lude This was an effort on the part of shippers to have rates on 
-one canned goods, including canned milk, practically prescribed by 
wer the Commission’s finding in I. and S. No. 2375, Canned Goods 
was to Eastern States, 101 I. C. C. 502, measured over the car-ferry 


the routes as the short line distances from Wisconsin to the east, 
instead of via the longer all-rail distance through Chicago or 


nts the average of that distance and the rail-and-water distance over 


hed the car-ferry route via Milwaukee. In this report the Commis- 
ths sion said that the distances over the other car-ferry routes were 
ars not considered in the investigation and suspension case in pre- 
on scribing reasonable rates because only a few of the distances 
Is. over such routes were in the record in that case. The protest- 
he ants and interveners in that case, the Commission said, were 

the complainants and interveners in the instant one. They were 
ny denied a rehearing and reconsideration in the suspension case. 
a The theory of the present case, the report said, was that 
on the short line distance from a large majority of the Wisconsin 
h, shipping points was over the car-ferry routes, thence across 
1e Michigan and Canada to the Niagara gateway and that the Com- 
” mission should prescribe rates over the ferry routes based on 
” the distances over the routes through Michigan and Canada. 
>- Complainants, the report said, were willing to have the rates 
i- sought restricted to the ferry routes. 


The fact that the distances used by the complainants and 
interveners were over routes through Canada was the one that 
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controlled the Commission in disposing of this case. In its sum- 


ming up and disposition, it said: 


The distances used by complainants and intervener Armour & 
Company, and which are the basis for the groups and rates proposed, 
are over routes which are partly through Canada. Thus those por- 
tions of the short-line routes from Wisconsin to the destination ter- 
ritory east of Port Huron and Detroit, Mich., to the Niagara frontier 
are in Canada. We are without jurisdiction to prescribe joint rates 
from points in the United States through a foreign country to des- 
tinations in the United States. San Diego Chamber of Commerce vs. 
A. & V. Ry. Co., 102 I. C. C. 27; Elimination of Grand Trunk Ry. 
from Certain Routes, 115 I. C. C. 609. Defendants urge that as we 
are without authority to prescribe joint rates over the short-line 
routes which are through a foreign country, we should not prescribe 
rates based upon the distances over such routes. 

In addition to the car-ferry routes which complainants and in- 
terveners have shown, there are routes by way of the car ferries 
across Lake Michigan and the lower peninsula of Michigan to Toledo, 
Ohio, and thence through the United States to the destination ter- 
ritory. Whether or not the distances over such routes, which are 
entirely in the United States, are greater or less than the distances 
via Chicago cannot be determined from this record because the dis- 
tances over such routes are not shown. 

We are of the opinion that we should not prescribe joint rates 
over any routes based on the distances over routes in connection 
with which we are without authority to prescribe joint rates, re- 
gardless of the fact that some of the defendants herein have for 
many years and do now maintain joint rates over such routes. 


INCREASED RATINGS CASE 


The Commission, by division 3, in a report written by Com- 
missioner Porter, in I. and S. No. 3101, changes in official, 
southern and western classifications, has found justified in- 
creased L. C. L. ratings in southern classification on harrow, 
plow or cultivator discs, iron-and-wire gates, plain steel power 
shaftings, wheeled elevating road graders, and partially or 
completely assembled fertilizer distributors. 

Findings of non-justification have been made in respect of 
increased L. C. L. rating in southern classification on set-up 
wheeled non-elevating road graders, and increased carload rat- 
ing in the three classifications on set-up wheeled elevating 
road graders, and an increased carload minimum on bleached 
or dyed cotton linters or regins and bleached or dyed cotton- 
seed shavings or hull fibre in the three classifications. 

The Commission further found that an amendment in the 
three classifications defining range boilers as “other than auto- 
matic or instantaneous” did not make any change in the 
ratings. 

This case was created by a protest, largely by southern 
shippers, against a re-classification of various commodities pro- 
posed by the classification committees on the ground that the 
ratings were out of line. The protestants brought in questions 
as to rate levels. Mr. Porter discussed each commodity or set 
of commodities separately but before doing so he disposed of 
the general contentions, which, it was believed, were more im- 
portant than the contentions about particular commodities. 
Said he: 


Before reviewing the evidence relating to the individual com- 
modities here considered, it is appropriate to mention certain testi- 
mony of a general nature introduced by shipping interests of Mont- 
gomery, Ala., and New Orleans, La., in support of two theories 
which have since been argued on brief. The first is that since the 
class rates governed by the southern classification, independently of 
the ratings, are higher than those governed by the official classifica- 
tion, the ratings in the southern classification should be lower than 
those in the official classification. The second is that since the class 
rates established pursuant to our findings in the Southern Class Rate 
Investigation were based on the ratings then effective in the southern 
classification, any changes now made in those ratings will impair the 
correctness of the conclusions reached in that proceeding as to the 
class-rate level. In answer to the first contention, the Southern 
respondents point ‘out that in the adjoining Southwestern territory, 
where the western classification applies, the class rates fixed by our 
orders in the Consolidated Southwestern Cases are uniformly higher 
than those in the Southeast; yet none of the suspended items would 
establish a higher rating in the southern than in the western classi- 
fication. The questions presented in this proceeding, however, do not 
turn upon considerations of rate levels or differences in rate levels. 
They involve simply the determination of whether the commodities 
which respondents propose to reclassify are more similar in their 
classification characteristics of value, density and the like, to articles 
already in the class to which it is proposed to assign them than 
they are to the articles with which they are at present associated in 
the classification. If the evidence shows that they are, the proposed 
changes must be held to be justified, leaving considerations of class 
rate levels to those proceedings where the class rates are directly 
under review. It may be observed in this connection that the carriers 
parties to the official classification have in times past advanced the 
converse of the argument here made by these Southern protestants, 
and have urged that because of the nn level of class rates in 
official territory the ratings in the official classification should be 
higher than those in the southern classification. That contention 
was dismissed in National Commercial Fixture Manufacturers’ Assn. 
vs. A. A. R. R. Co., 109 I. C. C. 479, with this statement: 

“Manifestly it would be improper to attempt to overcome dif- 
ferences in rate levels by rating articles higher in the official than 
in the southern and western classifications.”’ 


With respect to the second contention advanced by these protest- 
ants that our findings in the Southern Class Rate Investigation as- 
sumed the continuance of the then-existing southern classification 
with whatever improper ratings it might contain, it seems sufficient to 
state that we recoginze, to the contrary, in our several reports in 
that investigation, that the new class rates would necessitate re- 
consideration and correction of many ratings in the southern classifi- 
cation. The new class rates were designed to move traffic, and it 


is more important now that commodities be properly rated in the 
when the calssification was 


southern classification than formerly, 
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honored principally in the breach and traffic moved largely under 
commodity rates or classification exceptions. 


The finding of non-justification as to bleached cotton linters 
and bleached cottonseed shavings is without prejudice to the 
filing of schedules establishing a minimum not exceeding 24,000 
pounds, subject to rule 34. 

As to the finding that the amendment defining range boilers 
did not affect the ratings, the Commission suggested the removal 
of what it called a double exception in that item in the form 
of the phrase “other than electric, other than automatic or in- 
stantaneous.” 

By agreement of the parties a question as to the rating 
of two-horse fertilizer distributors was left to the Commission 
on account of the practice in effect in official classification in 
which the item under suspension in this case is in effect. The 
Commission said that the item should be clarified, uniformly, in 
the three classifications. It suggested that, if necessary to de- 
termine what was a knocked down two-horse distributor, it 
be done by the establishment of a separate classification for 
fertilizer distributors without handles. In such an effent, the 
report said, that the “set-up” rating should not be higher than 
one and one-half times first class. 

This report was designated as part I because the Commission 
was not ready to dispose of the proposed increased ratings in 
official classification on rags, waste paper, and kindred waste 
materials, L. C. L. They will be disposed of in a report here- 
after to be made and designated part II. The proceeding except 
as to waste materials has been discontinued. 


HARD COAL TO ELMIRA 


The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed No. 17607, 
John A. Fiero and Frank A. Monin, trading as Fiero & Monin, 
vs. Pennsylvania, finding not unreasonable, unduly preferential, 
nor in violation of Section 4, the rates on anthracité coal, from 
points on the Pennsylvania railroad, in Pennsylvania, to desti- 
nations on its rails in Elmira, Millport, Montour Falls, Lakemont, 
Himrods, Penn Yan, Benton, Stanley, Canandaigua and Seneca 
Castle, N. Y. The report also covers No. 19615, George T. 
Thompson et al. vs. Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh et al. 

In the report, written by Chairman Campbell, who has been 
handling the question of rates on hard coal to New York state 
points for a long time, it was brought out that the complainants 
could obtain coal from the hard coal fields from points on rail- 
roads other than the Pennsylvania at the lowest rate applicable 
to Elmira, $2.14 per long ton, but that on coal originating on the 
rails of the Pennsylvania the rate to Elmira was $2.65. A similar 
situation prevails at other points mentioned in the complaint. 

When, after the decision in Rates for Transportation of An- 
thracite Coal, 35 I. C. C. 220, the Erie, Lackawanna & Lehigh 
Valley reduced their rates, the Pennsylvania elected to keep the 
rates it had for transportation over its fonger route, the circuity 
being about 45 per cent. The rates now in effect are those which 
have resulted from the general changes. The Pennsylvania 
pointed out that its rate of $2.65 applied to a group extending 
from just south of Elmira to Watkins, N. Y., a point 216 miles 
north of Elmira. 

One of the prayers was for the establishment of joint through 
routes in place of the single line routes. The Pennsylvania re- 
sisted that on the grounds that there was no showing of public 
interest requiring new routes and that their establishment would 
substantially short-haul it as an originating carrier. Chairman 
Campbell said the complainants made no claim that the route 
of the Pennsylvania was inadequate. He also reiterated a prior 
statement that the complainants at Elmira now had available to 
them the short line rate for Pennsylvania delivery (by reason of 
switching absorption), on all coal originating on lines other than 
the Pennsylvania. 

In answer to suggestions for new routes the Commission 
said the route of the Pennsylvania to the destinations involved 
did not seem to it to be unreasonably long in comparison with 
the short route. 


TRANSFER CHARGES ON DRY GOODS 

A finding that complainant is entitled to reparation has 
been made by the Commission, division 3, in No. 20281, Sun- 
bury Converting Works vs. Colonial Navigation Company et 
al. The Commission held that the transfer charge of 9 cents 
on less-than-carload, water-and-rail shipments of dry goods from 
Providence, R. I., to Sunbury, Pa., for the movement from Pier 
44 to Pier 39 in New York, between June 16, 1924, and August 
1, 1926, was inapplicable. 


CORE SAND TO PORTLAND, ME, 


In No. 20230, Portland Co. vs. New York, New Haven & 
Hartford et al., the Commission, by division 4, has found un- 
reasonable the rates on core sand from Provincetown, Mass., 
and Harbor Junction Wharf, R. I., to Portland, Me., for the 
past, present and future, to the extent they exceeded, exceed 
or may exceed 12.5 cents from Provincetown and 11 cents from 
Harbor Junction Wharf, and that complainant is entitled to 
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reparation in the sum of $178.89, with interest. The order fy 
the future is effective on or before December 22. Commis. 
sioner Woodlock noted a dissent. 


CLASS RATES FROM SALT LAKE 


Class rates from Salt Lake City, Utah, to destinations j, 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon and Washington are and for the futyp 
will be unreasonable to the extent they exceed or may exceg 
those under the scale prescribed in Arizona Corporation Cop. 
mission vs. A. E., 113 I. C. C. 52, and 142 I. C. C. 61, applieg 
in the manner therein prescribed, says the Commission, by 4. 
vision 4, in a report written by Commissioner Meyer, in No, 
19303, Utah Shippers’ Traffic Association vs. Oregon Short Line 
et al., embracing also No. 19706, Same vs. C. M. & St. P. et aj, 
The order for the future is effective January 10. 

The Commission said establishment of the rates prescribed 
would remove any undue prejudice that might exist. It saij 
the intrastate rates within Idaho approximated those fron 
Salt Lake City for equal distances and that, accordingly, there 
was no basis on this record for a finding that those intrastate 
rates resulted in undue prejudice to complainant. It said the 
rates herein found reasonable, however, would result in rela. 
tively higher rates from Salt Lake City, and if the same scale 
were not established intrastate within Idaho undue prejudice 
to complainant might result, and that, in such event, the matter 
could be again brought to its attention in an appropriate pro. 
ceeding. 

Commissioner Eastman, concurring, said he concurred in the 
conclusions reached in this case upon authority of the decision 
of the entire Commission in Arizona Corporation Commission 
vs. A. E., 142 I. C. C. 61, and that in that case he had stated 
his reasons for disapproving the so-called Portland scale. 


PIPE AND OIL WELL SUPPLIES 


Applying the rates and rule for reparation laid down in the 
“Southwestern revision” and the Prairie Pipe Line case, second 
division, 146 I. C. C. 149, the Commission, by division 4, in No. 
18161, Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf 
et al., has found unreasonable the rates on iron and steel pipe 
and fittings, casing, tubing, tank material and oil well supplies, 
in carloads, between points in Oklahoma and points in Texas 
and awarded reparation. The report covers a sub-number, Sin- 
clair Pipe Line Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Commission said that, in the light of the cases cited, it 
found the rates on pipe, tubing, fittings and tank material un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded 35 and 38 per cent of 
first class for single and joint line hauls, respectively, of the 
scale prescribed in the “Southwestern revision,” applied in ac- 
cordance with the rules laid down in this case, which are the 
same as laid down in the governing case. 

As to the rates on oil well supplies it found they were un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded 48 and 52.5 per cent of 
first class for single and joint line hauls set forth in the 
“Southwestern revision.” 

No order for the future was necessary, the report said, be- 
cause, since the hearing, rates for the future had been pre- 
scribed in the Consolidated Southwestern cases, or, as called 
in this and other cases, Southwestern revision. 


EMPTY TIN CANS 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20014, Dorgan- 
McPhillips Packing Corporation vs. Louisville & Nashville et al. 
has found complainant entitled to reparation, because of an 
unreasonable rate on empty tin cans from New Orleans, La., to 
Bayou La Batre, Ala., prior to December 14, 1925. Charges 
were collected on 18 carloads that moved prior to December 14, 
1925, at the applicable combination rate of 58 cents. On that 
date the rate became 51 cents. A joint through fifth-class rate 
of 44 cents was established January 15, 1928, as a result of the 
findings in Southern Class Rate Investigation, 109 I. C. C. 300, 
according to the report. The Commission found that the rates 
assailed were not unduly prejudicial, that the rate of 51 cents 
was not unreasonable and that the rate of 58 cents was un- 
reasonable to the extent it exceeded 51 cents. 


NAPHTHA COMPLAINT DISMISSED 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 18747, 
Newport Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville et al., finding not un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial the rate of 50.5 cents on naph- 
tha, tank car loads, from Wood River, Ill., to Bay Minette, Ala., 
get on 37 carloads shipped between May 5, 1923, and April 
15, 1926. 


OIL WELL SUPPLIES 


On the record and in the light of its decisions in the 
“Southwestern revision” and the Prairie Pipe Line case, 132 
I. C. C. 56, 146 I. C. C. 149, the Commission, by division 4, in 
No. 18992, Twin Lakes Oil Corporation vs. Santa Fe et al., has 
found unreasonable the applicable rate on oil well supplies, 
carloads, from Sayre, Okla., to Artesia, N. M., to the extent it 
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exceeded, Or exceeds, 95 cents, minimum 36,000 pounds, and 
that for the futrue it will be unreasonable to the extent it 
exceeds, or May exceed, 81 cents, minimum 36,000 pounds, and 
that complainant is entitled to reparation of $417.79, including 
overcharges found to exist, with interest. The order for the 
future is effective December 15. 





PIPE RATE TO NEW MEXICO 


In No. 18587, Maljamar Oil Corporation vs. Santa Fe et al., 
the Commission, by division 4, has found unreasonable for the 
future but not in the past, the applicable rate on oil well casing 
or wrought iron pipe, from Haddam, Kan., to Artesia, N. M., to 
the extent it may exceed 83 cents. It has found the rate on oil 
well supplies unreasonable to the extent it may exceed $1.14. 
The new rates are to be made applicable not later than Decem- 

r 15. 
ws The Commission, by applying the rule laid down in the 
Prairie Pipe Line Case, 146 I. C. C. 149, found the oil well sup- 
plies rate unreasonable in the past to the extent it exceeded 133 
cents and awarded reparation in the sum of, $492.90, with interest. 
The rate prescribed for the future, on oil well supplies, is the 
Column 45 rate prescribed in the Consolidated Southwestern 
cases, and the rate on pipe the Column 32.5 rate in those cases. 

This report covers two sub-upmbers, Same vs. Same and 

Twin Lakes Oil Corporation vs. Same. 








ANIMAL TALLOW AND GREASE 
An order of dismissal has been made in No. 18296, Norfolk 
Tallow Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., the Commission, 
by division 3, finding not unreasonable the rates on inedible ani- 
mal tallow and grease from Norfolk, Va., to Baltimore, Md., 
Philadelphia, Pa., and New York, N. Y., rate points. 





WINDSHIELD CLEANERS 


The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed the complaints 
in No. 17478, Folberth Auto Specialty Co. vs. New York Central 
et al., a sub-number, Same vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al., and 
No. 16093, Western Auto Supply Agency vs. Santa Fe et al., 
on a finding that the first class rating and rates on automatic 
windshield cleaners, in less than carloads, in official, southern 
and western classifications, and rates charged in connection 
therewith, are applicable and not unreasonable or otherwise 
unlawful. 


RATES ON WOODEN DOORS 


Upon further consideration, the Commission, by division 1, 
in a report written by Commissioner McManamy, in No. 18773, 
Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has 
modified its findings and order in 142 I. C. C. 411, with respect 
to rates on wooden doors, carloads, from St. Joseph, Mich. 
In the former report, the Commission prescribed a proportional 
rate of 22.5 cents to certain Ohio River crossings for applica- 
tion on through traffic to points beyond. Commissioner Mc- 
Manamy said that was the only rate shown by the record from 
Clinton, Ia., to the river crossings on similar traffic. It was 
shown that, in some instances, a rate of 28.5 cents applied from 
Clinton. The Commission said it was its intention to accord 
St. Joseph the same rates as Clinton on all traffic to the south- 
east and the original findings were modified by striking out 
the words and figures “rates of 22.5 cents” in the first and 
second lines on page 419 of the printed copy of the report and 
substituting therefor the following: “The rates now applicable 
from Clinton, Iowa.” The order was modified to except doors 
made of so-called woods of value, such as mahogany, as rates 
on such doors were not assailed. 


LUMBER FROM CANADA 


In No. 20238, Lawrence Plywood Corporation vs. Canadian 
Pacific et al., the Commission, by division 4, has awarded rep- 
aration on a finding that rates on lumber from certain points 
in New Brunswick, Canada, to Carrabasset, Me., are not un- 
reasonable or inapplicable, but that when the shipments moved 
the applicable rates were 32 cents from Belleisle and 26 cents 
from the remaining points of origin except prior to September 
23, 1925, when the applicable rate from Welsford was 28 cents. 


REPARATION ON PIPE, ETC. 

An order directing payment of reparation .of $112.57, with 
interest, has been entered by the Commission, division 4, in 
No. 18583, Skelly Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., on a finding that 
charges collected on a mixed carload of wrought-iron pipe and 
steel tank material from Apperson, Okla., to Norphliet, Ark., 
were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded those collectible 
on the basis of a rate of 74 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 
40,000 pounds. As to the rate assailed on wrought-iron pipe, 
in straight carloads, from and to the same points, the Commis- 
sion held that it had not been and was not now unreasonable. 
The Commission followed its decision in Prairie Pipe Line Co. 
vs. A. W., 132 I. C. C. 56, 146 I..C. C. 149. In view of its orders 
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in the “southwestern revision,” said the Commission, no order 
for the future was necessary. 


STEEL TANK REPARATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 19313, Simms Oil Co. 
vs. Houston & Texas Central et al., has found unreasonable the 
rate on knocked down steel tanks, carloads, from Wortham, 
Tex., to Smackover, Ark., applied on shipments made in the 
summer of 1925 to the extent it exceeded 54 cents on a 40,000 
pound minimum. It has awarded reparation amounting to 
$212.92, with interest, by applying the rule laid down in the 
Prairie Pipe Line case, 132 I. C. C. 56 and 146 I. C. C. 149. 


SHOE POLISH RATING 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 18613, Shoe 
Polish Manufacturers’ Association of America vs. New Haven 
et al., the Commission, by division 2, finding not unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful the first class rating on liquid shoe polish, 
in glass, in less than carloads, in official, southern and western 
classifications. 





FEDERAL CONTROL PIPE. RATES 


The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed No. 18368, 
National Tube Co. vs. Director-General, as agent, on a finding 
that the rates charged on wrought iron pipe, from Ellwood City, 
McKeesport and Pittsburgh, Pa., Syracuse, N. Y., Lorain, O., 
and Wheeling, W. Va., to destinations in California, in the period 
of federal control, were applicable. The case dealt only with 
charges on shipments prior to February 29, 1920, the day on 
which federal control ended. In a previous report, 129 I. C. C. 
515, division 4 found that shipments which originated on and 
after March 1, 1920, were barred by the statute of limitations. 
The question was one of tariff interpretation. 





EASTBOUND NATURAL GASOLINE 


The Commission, by division 2, in No. 19779, Sinclair Re- 
fining Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., has found unreasonable the rates 
on natural gasoline, in tank car loads, from points in Oklahoma 
and Kansas, midcontinent groups 3 and 2, to Marcus Hook, Pa., 
in the Philadelphia group, and Wellsville, N. Y., in the Roch- 
ester group, to the extent they exceeded or may exceed 70 cents 
to Marcus Hook and 61 cents to Wellsville and awarded repara- 
tion to the basis of those rates. The new rates are to be estab- 
lished not later than December 15 and the complainants are to 
file Rule V statements. 

Carriers, according to the report, introduced no evidence 
but restricted their defense to the cross examination of wit- 
nesses offered by the complainant and the Pure Oil Co., an in- 
tervener, asking the same relief as the complainant. They 
objected to proceeding upon the ground that the instant case, 
as well as the Phillips Case, 123 I. C. C. 724, should be consoli- 
dated with No. 18458, the general petroleum investigation. The 
report said that their petition to reopen the Phillips case for 
that purpose was denied, as well as their petition to consolidate 
the instant case with the general investigation. The Commis- 
sion said that it was true that the rates here considered were ~ 
part of a large rate adjustment and that in the general investiga- 
tion it was hoped to remove many of the present disparities and 
inequalities. 

“But in the time which must elapse before a decision is 
reached in that case,” says the report, “defendants are not re- 
lieved of the duty to correct particular instances of unlawful 
rate adjustments resulting in unreasonably high rates or undue 
prejudice to individual shippers.” 

The finding as to the future, the report says, is without 
prejudice to any different conclusion which may be reached in 
the general investigation. The order in this case lines up the 
rates, to the points involved, with the rates prescribed in the 
Phillips case. 


ACID PHOSPHATE CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 20266, 
Merchants & Planters Plant Food Co. vs. Louisville & Nash- 
ville et al., finding not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful the 
rate on acid phosphate from West Nashville, Tenn., to North 
Little Rock, Ark. 


CRUDE GRAPHITE RATING 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 19186, S. Obermayer 
& Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al., and No. 20700, United States 
Graphite Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has found unreason- 
able but not otherwise unlawful, the fifth class rating on crude 
graphite, in barrels, or bags, in carloads, between points in 
official classification territory to the extent it may exceed sixth 
class. Reparation was denied. The Commission said the fifth 
class rating had been in effect for many years and that the 
record did not warrant a finding of unreasonableness in the 
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past. The new rating, based on a minimum of 50,000 pounds, is 
to be established not later than December 20. 


THEATER CHAIR RATING 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 19941, Heywood- 
Wakefield Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., and a 
sub-number, Same vs. Chicago & North Western, has found 
unreasonable the rating and rates on theater chairs, knocked 
down, flat, in carloads, from Chicago, IIl., to Janesville, White- 
water, Jefferson, and Madison, Wis., to the extent they exceeded 
rule 26 rating and rates in effect at the time of the movement. 
That is the rating now in effect. Reparation amounting to 
$12.09 from the St. Paul and $48.47 from the North Western 
was awarded, with interest. 


STEEL BOILER TUBES 


The complaints in No. 20239, Babcock & Wilcox Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al., and a sub number, Same vs. Pennsylvania, 
have been dismissed by the Commission, division 4, on a find- 
ing that rates on steel boiler tubes, carloads, from Morado, Pa., 
to Cleveland and Lorain, O., were not and are not unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. The Commission said the record did 
not indicate that complainant had suffered any real or substantial 
disadvantage under the rates assailed nor did it warrant a find- 
ing of unreasonableness. It said there were apparent inequali- 
ties in the rates published by the different carriers operating in 
the territory considered but that the present record was not 
sufficiently broad to justify the far-reaching revision necessary 
to correct those inequalities. 


WINDOW SHADE. CLOTH 


An order of reparation has been entered by the Commission, 
division 4, in No. 20451, Western Shade Cloth Company of New 
York vs. Canadian National et al., on a finding that the carload 
rate charged on window shade cloth, plain, uncut and undeco- 
rated, in boxes and rolls wrapped in paper, from Chicago, IIl., 
to Buffalo, N. Y., was applicable but unreasonable to the extent 
it exceeded 49 cents. Reparation in the sum of $530.46, with 
interest, was awarded. 


REPARATION ON OATS 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20480, C. D. Williams 
et al. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., has awarded repara- 
tion in the sum of $57.96, with interest, on a finding that the 
rate charged on a carload of oats from Mission Hill, S. D., 
stored in transit at Sioux City, Ia., and reforwarded to Lubbock, 
Tex., was unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 60 cents. 


GAS RANGE FINDING REVERSED 


The Commission, on further hearing in No. 18459, Barker 
Bros., Inc., vs. Michigan Central et al., has reversed division 4, 
which, in the original report, 132 I. C. C. 361, found that the rate 
collected on two shipments of gas ranges from Battle Creek, 
Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal., in 1924, was applicable and not un- 
reasonable. On appeal the Commission found the charges un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded those which would have 
accrued on rates of 33.5 cents and $1.81 per 100 lbs. on like but 
separate shipments to and from Chicago, Ill., and awarded 
reparation. 

The shipper ordered one 50-foot car for each shipment but 
four 40-foot cars were furnished. The complainant claimed the 
benefit of the two for one rule but the prior report said that 
the complainant had not sustained his foundation premise, which 
was that the shipments could have been loaded into the 50-foot 
cars, and dismissed the complaint. 

In the further hearing it was shown that the billing showed 
that the excess loaded into the second 40-foot car was a follow 
lot and that the first car was “loaded full capy. O. K. for 50- 
foot car,” and that the second car billing showed it was “part lot 
of 150 gas ranges.” . . The second car billing referred by 
number of the car to the main part of the shipment. 

The Commission said that although the defendants con- 
tended that the complainant’s evidence did not establish the fact 
that the shipments could have been loaded into 50-foot cars if 
they had been furnished, they offered no evidence to show what 
other meaning the notation “O. K. for 50-foot car” placed on 
the bills by their agent could have had. In the circumstances 
it concluded that the shipments could have been loaded into 
50-foot cars if they had been furnished. 


FAILURE TO ICE DAMAGE 


In a report on further hearing in No. 14996, Borden’s Farm 
Products Company, Inc., vs. New Haven et al., the Commission 
has awarded reparation amounting to $30,959.05, with interest, 
to the complainant as damage on account of the failure of the 
defendants to ice interstate L. C. L. shipments of milk, cream, 
skim milk and other dairy products from various points of 
origin in New York and Connecticut to destinations in those 
states. This award is based upon the finding in the original 
report, 92 I. C. C. 270, that failure to ice the shipments, as 
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provided by tariff, constituted an unreasonable and unlawfy] 
practice. The complainant furnished the ice necessary to Dro. 
tect its shipments. 

Reparation was denied in the original report because the 
record, according to this report, failed to establish the reagop. 
ble cost of the service. That was affirmed in 102 I. C. C, 497 
The further hearing upon which this report was based was 
upon motion of the complainant. It furnished evidence ag ty 
ice furnished in 1921, 1922, 1923 and 1924. 

Commissioner Eastman, dissenting, said that it seemed tg 
him that when the complainant undertook to obtain an awarg 
of reparation for the defendants’ default under the law, it 
could and should have avoided a default on its own part jp 
keeping the records necessary to establish, with some degree 
of accuracy, the amount of its damage. No such records, he 
said, had been presented and the evidence was of an incon. 
clusive character if it was not incompetent in an important 


respect. He said that even assuming a resort to estimates 
was necessary, the estimates submitted were insufficiently 
supported. 


IRON AND STEEL REPARATION 


The Commission, in a supplemental report in No. 16448, 
Parkersburg Rig & Reel Company vs. Baltimore & Ohio and a 
sub-number, Same vs. Louisville & Nashville et al., has awarded 
reparation, to the basis of a rate of 54 cents, on a carload of 
iron and steel articles shipped from Bridgeport, O., fabricated 
in transit at Parkersburg, W. Va., and reshipped to Glasgow, 
Ky. The award amounts to $63.44. Prior reports in this case 
are in 109 I. C. C. 569 and 140 I. C. C. 182. 


CHEESE COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20484, 
Cudahy Packing Company vs. Burlington et al., finding ap. 
plicable the rates charged on cheese, in carloads and less than 
carloads, from Fond du Lac, Wis., to Peoria, Ill., between July 
19, 1924, and June 25, 1927. 


APPLE REFRIGERATION 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 20291, Gwin, 
White & Prince, Inc., vs. Great Northern et al., the Commission, 
by division 4, finding applicable the transportation and refrig- 
eration charges collected on a carload of apples shipped from 
Wenatchee, Wash., to Tampa, Fla., in September, 1925. 


ACID PHOSPHATE CHARGES 


The Commission, on reconsideration, in No. 19396, Louis- 
iana Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., vs. L. R. & N., has modi- 
fied the finding in the former report, 136 I. C. C. 462, that the 
rates charged on acid phosphate, from New Orleans, La., to 
Carroll and Coushatta, La., on coastwise traffic originating at 
Baltimore, Md., were not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, 
to the extent of finding that the rate applicable prior to April 
10, 1923, was 18.5 cents and that six shipments were over- 
charged. The overcharges, it said, should be promptly re- 
funded, and the case dismissed. 


CATALOGUE MINIMUM 


In a report on reargument in No. 17615, Montgomery Ward 
& Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al., and No. 17584, Dr. 
Miles -Medical Co. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al., the 
Commission has modified the finding of division 3, reported in 
136 I. C. C. 201, by reducing the minimum on catalogues from 
40,000 to 36,000 pounds in the three classification territories. 
The original finding was that the ratings on catalogues, car- 
loads, were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded Rule 26 in 
official and fourth class in southern and western classifications 
on a mimimum of 40,000 pounds. All parts of the finding other 
than the number of pounds to constitute a minimum carload 
were affirmed on this reargument. 

The previous report in these cases was made in connection 
with the report in National Association Employing Lithograph- 
ers vs. Santa Fe et al. The cases were reopened on the petition 
of the complainants in both cases and the defendants in the 
Miles complaint. .The cases involved ratings on advertising 
almanacs as well, but the Commission said that catalogues only 
were mentioned in the further argument and that its report dealt 
only with catalogues except as its modified findings might 
necessitate change in the previous findings in respect of alma- 
nacs. The ratings prescribed in the original report, this report 
said, had been established. No order requiring the carriers to 
change the minimum was issued in connection with this report. 


REPARATION ON PAPER CUPS 


In accordance with its findings in Public Service Cup Com- 
pany vs. A. C. L., 118 I. C. C. 697, the Commission, by division 
3, in No. 19810, Individual Drinking Cup Company, Inc., vs. 
A. C. & Y. et al. has awarded reparation on shipments of 
paper cups moving prior to February 24, 1927, in carloads, in 
official, southern and western territories, and in less than car- 
loads in official territory. Complainant was directed to file 
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reparation statements. The Commission also held that ratings 
and rates applied on shipments of paper cups, in less than car- 
joads, in southern and western territories, were not unreason- 
able. Reparation only was sought. The findings of the Com- 
mission, apart from those relating to reparation, follow: 


We find that the assailed first-class rating in southern and 
western classifications and corresponding class rates were not un- 
reasonable, but that the assailed ratings and rates of third-class, 
carloads, in official, southern, and western classifications, and first- 
class, less-than-carload, in official classification were unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceeded ratings and rates of fourth class 
in carloads, minimum 24,000 pounds, subject to rule 34 of the classi- 
fication, and second-class in less than carloads. 


OUT-OF-LINE GRAIN CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 20339, Larabee Flour 
Mills Co. vs. St. Louis-San Francisco et al., has found that out 
of line charges on grain, from points in southwestern Missouri, 
milled in transit at Clinton, Mo., and the products shipped to 
destinations in various states, between January 1, 1925, and 
March 1, 1927, were applicable but unreasonable. It has awarded 
reparation and authorized the waiving of outstanding under- 
charges based on the charges found unreasonable. The charges 
ranged from 3 to 5 cents per 100 pounds. 

On the issue of reasonableness the St. Louis-San Francisco, 
the report said, admitted that as applied to the traffic covered 
by the complaint, the out-of-line charges were unreasonable. On 
the special docket, the Commission, however, refused permission 
to make refund to the complainant. The Commission’s report 
points out that, except as to shipments covered by the special 
docket application, others were barred in so far as consideration 
of the assailed charges on the ground of unreasonableness was 
concerned. The Frisco, the report said, did not maintain out- 
of-line charges at other transit points in Missouri, Kansas and 
Oklahoma. It claimed that their assessment, for part of the 
time involved, was required through inadvertence in tariff pub- 
lication. 


HAY CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 19887, 
Allendale Grocery Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., finding 
not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial the rates on baled hay, 
from points in New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Vermont and 
Canada to Allendale, S. C. 


CORN TOP ICING REFUSAL 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 18276, W. Luff- 
man & Son vs. Seaboard Air Line et al., the Commission, by 
division 4, holding it not unjustly discriminatory or illegal for 
the Seaboard, in connection with two carloads of fresh green 
corn, shipped from Citra, Fla., to New York, N. Y., in June, 1924, 
to refuse permission to the complainants to place ice in the 
interior of the cars over the tops of the crates containing the 
corn. Top icing of corn was permitted in 1923, but shortly 
before the beginning of the season of 1924, after, however, much 
corn had been planted, the Seaboard instructed its agents not 
to allow top icing. The Commission said there was no tariff 
rule permitting top icing by the shipper and that the mainte- 
nance of a rule permitting such top icing, in the season of 
1923, it said, was only to be inferred from the fact that it was 
permitted. It said that as to whether complainants might re- 
cover in the courts for any loss or damage to the two shipments 
in question, which went through without top icing and were 
alleged to have arrived in bad condition, was not within its 
province to determine. 


QUEBRACHO AND TANNING EXTRACTS 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19111, 
Gutmann & Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., finding neither un- 
reasonable nor unduly prejudicial the rates on quebracho and 
tanning extracts, dry and liquid, from Boston, Mass., New York, 
N. Y., and New York rate points to Chicago, III. 


CARBON BLACK TO KNOXVILLE 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 20031, Knoxville 
Freight Bureau et al. vs. Missouri Pacific et al., has found un- 
reasonable rates on carbon black, carloads, from the Monroe, 
La., gas district to Knoxville, Tenn., for the past, present and 
future, to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 82 
cents, and that complainant is entitled to reparation. The order 
for the future is effective on or before December 20. The Com- 
mission said the rate found reasonable would remove any undue 
prejudice that might have existed. 


WOODEN RIM STRIPS 
In No. 19710, Southern Hardwood Traffic Association vs. 
Cumberland Transportation Co. et al., and No. 20255, Same vs. 
Same, the Commission, by division 3, has awarded reparation of 
$266.90, with interest, to Crane & MacMahon, Inc., on a finding 
that rates charged on carload shipments of wooden rim strips 
from Winfrey’s Landing and Bluff, Ky., to St. Mary’s, O., were 
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inapplicable, and that the applicable rates were 40.5 cents from 
Winfrey’s Landing and 41 cents from Bluff. 


BRASS BORINGS AND TURNINGS 


On a finding that the carload rate charged on brass borings 
and turnings from Elizabethport, N. J., to Pittsburgh, Pa., was 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 25 cents, the Commission, 
by division 3, in No. 17575, Federated Metals Corporation vs. 
Central of New Jersey et al., has awarded reparation of $50.22, 
with interest to complainant. > 


MIXED FURNITURE 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 19391, 
Mather Brothers vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic et al., find- 
ing not unreasonable the applicable charges on a shipment of 
mixed furniture in two cars from Atlanta, Ga., to West ‘Palm 
Beach, Fla., in 1926. The Commission found some of the charges 
inapplicable but said no order directing the refund of over- 
charges could be entered because the amount due had not been 
certainly shown. It said the mattter might be brought to its at- 
tention again if a settlement were not made within a reasonable 
time. 


MATCH COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 20530, 
Ohio Match Co. vs. Arizona Southern et al., finding the rates on 
matches, carloads, from Wadsworth, O., to Colorado common 
points and other destinations as far west as the Pacific coast 
not unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, or unduly prepudicial 
in comparison with the rates on matches from Chico, Calif., and 
Tacoma, Wash., to the same destinations. The complaint alleged 
the rates from Chico and Tacoma, if the Ohio rates were not 
unreasonable, were unreasonable as minima. The Commission 
found the rates from Chico and Tacoma not less than reasonable 
minima. 


GRAVEL RATE PRESCRIBED 


The Commission, by division 2, in No. 19666, Brooks Con- 
struction Co. vs. New York Central, has found unreasonable the 
rate on sand and gravel, from Jonesville, Mich., to Fort Wayne, 
Ind., to the extent it exceeded, exceeds, or may exceed 80 cents 
per net ton, awarded reparation and prescribed the 80-cent rate 
for the future. It is to be made effective not later than Decem- 
ber 22. 


MAINE POTATO ADJUSTMENT 


A downward revision of rates on potatoes from the Aroos- 
took region in Maine to a limited number of points in New 
Jersey, Virginia and North Carolina has been directed in No. 
18256, Aroostook County Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., within 90 days from the date of 
the service of the report. No order was issued. In a report 
written by Commissioner Taylor, the Commission, by division 
1, found the all-rail rates on potatoes from. the Maine field to 
destinations in New England, trunk line and southern territo- 
ries not unreasonable except to points in the three states 
mentioned. 

The complaint alleged the rates from points on the Bangor 
& Aroostook, the Aroostook Valley and Canadian Pacific to 
points in New England, trunk line and southern territories 
were unreasonable. It also charged that the rates when com- 
pared with the contemporaneous ones from points in Michigan 
to destinations in trunk line and southern territories were un- 
duly prejudicial. That allegation, however, was withdrawn. 
Shipments from the Maine field total about 30,000 cars a year, 
Mr. Taylor says. The rates are grouped from thirteen origin 
points extending from the Canadian border to North Bangor, 
Me. Group D, in which is located Caribou, said to be the 
largest potato shipping point in the United States, is in that 
group, which is held to be the most important origin group. 
Group G, in which Houlton is located, is rated second in im- 
portance. Rates were discussed in great detail in the light of 
other potato cases, particularly in respect of the traffic origi- 
nating on the Bangor & Aroostook, as to which potatoes con- 
stitute its backbone tonnage. In disposing of the case, the 
Commission said: 


We find that the rates assailed from Maine to New England ter- 
ritory were not and are not unreasonable. We further find that the 
rates from Maine to trunk-line territory were not and are not un- 
reasonable except that to points in New Jersey on the Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western Railroad the rates were, are, and for the 
future will be unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded, exceed 
or may exceed a rate of 60 cents from Group D points in Maine; 
that the rates from said group D points in Maine to points in New 
Jersey on the West Jersey & Seashore Railroad and Alanttic City 
Railroad were, are, and for the future will be unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded, exceed, or may exceed 63 cents, and that 
the rates from said group D points in Maine to Richmond, Peters- 
burg, Lynchburg, Suffolk and Roanoke, Va., were, are, and for the 
future will be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed or 
may exceed a rate of 70 cents to Richmond, Petersburg, Lynchburg 
and Suffolk and a rate of 72 cents to Roanoke. Rates from the other 
group points in Maine on the lines of the Bangor & Aroostook, 
Aroostook Valley and Canadian Pacific railroads to the points to 
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which rates from group D are herein prescribed should be decreased 
so as to preserve the present relationship between said groups. 

We further find that the rates assailed from Maine to points in 
Southern territory are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial except 
that rates from points of origin in Maine to points in North Caro- 
lina in zones 1 and 2 were and are unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded, exceed or may exceed, the rates from the same points to 
Norfolk or Richmond by amounts greater than the differentials in 
class rates prescribed in the North Carolina Case, 57 I. C. C. 533, as 
subsequently modified. 

No order will be issued at this time, but if rates in accord- 
ance herewith are not established within 90 days from the service 
of our report, the matter may again be brought to our attention. 

Evidence of a general characteer was submitted that shipments 
were made to points in the destination territory named in the com- 
plaint. It was testified that potatoes usually were sold f. o. b. des- 
tination points, the freight charges being deducted from the amount 
of the invoices and the balance remitted to the shipper. This had 
reference to shipments to New York and points in New England to 
which the great bulk of the shipments moved and which rates are 
found not unreasonable. It was further testified that the above 
practice was not followed in all instances. We find that complain- 
ants have not established that they are entitled to reparation and 
it is therefore denied. 


ACQUISITION BY MONONGAHELA 


The Commission, by division 4, in finance No. 7073, has 
issued a certificate authorizing the Monongahela Railway Co. 
to acquire the properties, rights and franchises of the Chartiers 
Southern Railway Co., to operate the owned and leased lines 
of that carrier, and to complete the construction of and operate 
the Waynesburg extension, all in Greene and Washington coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania. Commissioner Eastman dissented, stating 
that, in his opinion, the Commission was without jurisdiction 
under section 1 (18) to grant the authority here sought. 

The capital stock of the Monongahela is held in equal 
amounts by the Baltimore & Ohio, the Pennsylvania, and the 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie. In 117 I. C. C. 329, the Monongahela 
was authorized to acquire control of the Chartiers Southern 
Railway Co. by purchase of capital stock and lease of its 
properties. In the same proceeding the Chartiers Southern 
was authorized to acquire control by lease of the Pennsyl- 
vania’s Ten Mile Run branch between Besco and Millsboro, and 
that part of its West Brownsville Junction-Crucible line be- 
tween Millsboro and Crucible, Pa., near Arensburg Ferry. The 
Monongahela also was authorized to acquire control of the 
portions of the Pennsylvania Railroad leased to the Chartiers 
Southern by assignment and transfer to it by the latter com- 
pany of all its right, title, interest and estate in said prop- 
erties. In 117 I. C. C. 527, the Chartiers Southern was author- 
ized to construct an extension of its line from Mather to 
Waynesburg, 7.6 miles. 

The Monongahela stated that in order to finance the con- 
struction of the Waynesburg extension it was necessary that 
the Chartiers Southern obtain additional funds and that if 
the properties of the Chartiers Southern were acquired by 
the applicant, a mortgage executed upon the combined prop- 
erties would furnish a broader basis of security and would 
enable the anplicant to obtain funds at a much lower rate 
of interest. In addition it was pointed out that the elimination 
of the corporate organization of the Chartiers Southern would 
result in the economies usually attendant upon such elimina- 
tion and the corporate structure of the applicant would be 
simplified. 

The Monongahela bought the $27,000 of capital stock of 
the Chartiers Southern at par. It proposes to acquire the 
Chartigrs’ properties on the basis of the amount paid by it 
for the capital stock plus the amount of the non-negotiable 
debt to affiliated companies, stated as $3,623,045.67. No cash 
payment will be involved, according to the report. 


SUPREME COURT ACTION 


The Supreme Court of the United States, October 29, in 
No. 55, State Road: Commission of West Virginia and Reynolds 
Taxi Co. vs. Monongahela West Penn Public Service Co. et al., 
No. 56, Same vs. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. et al., and No. 
57, State Road Commission of West Virginia and James W. Bart- 
lett et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. et al., dismissed the 
writs of error for want of d substantial federal question on 
authority of Shulthis vs. McDougal, 225 U. S. 561, 569; Hull vs. 
ge U. S. 712, 720, and Norton vs. Whiteside, 239 U. S. 

This action of the court has the effect of upholding the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia reversing 
action of the state road commission of West Virginia in grant- 
ing certificates of public convenience and necessity for opera- 
tion of a bus line by the Reynolds Taxi Co. from Clarksburg to 
Buckhannon, W. Va., and of a line by the Bartlett Brothers Bus 
Co. between Clarksburg and Grafton, W. Va. The granting of 
the certificates was opposed by the Monongahela West Penn 
Public Service Co., operator of an electric line, and the Balti- 
more & Ohio, both seeking certificates for operation of bus 
lines by subsidiaries over parts of the routes involved. The 
applications of the subsidiaries were denied by the road com- 
mission. These applications, as between certain points, were 
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granted by the courts. The electric and steam carriers op 
the applications of the bus lines on the ground that their bug. 
ness would be injured and contended that, under the state jg, 
if certificates were to be issued they should go to them. 

On authority of Montana National Bank vs. Yellowstoy, 
County, 276 U. S. 499, and other cases, the court reverseq the 
Supreme Court of Arkansas in No. 43, Kansas City Southern p, 
Co. vs. Hooper, tax collector. The lower court had upheld jp. 
position of a statutory penalty of 25 per cent against the Carrier 
for non-payment of a road tax while litigation involving the ty 
was in progress. 

In No. 62, Atlantic Coast Line, petitioner, vs. C. M. Tyne, 
administrator, a personal injury case, the court reversed the 
Supreme Court of South Carolina and remanded the case {fy 
a new trial on authority of C. M. & St. P. vs. Coogan, 271 U.s 
472, and other cases. 

Petitions for write of certiorari were granted in the fo) 
lowing cases: 


No. 440. United States vs. Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antoni 
Ry. Co., involving application of land-grant rates to transportatig; 
for the army, from the Court of Claims. 

No. 454. Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie vs. John Rock, 
a personal injury case, from the Appellate Court of Illinois, first dis: 
trict, and/or Supreme Court of Illinois. 

No. 495. Atlanta & Charlotte Air Line Ry. Co. vs. Green, a per- 
sonal injury case, from the Supreme Court of South Carolina. 


A petition for a writ of certiorari in No. 467, Texas & Ney 
Orleans Railroad Co. vs. Guy Tilley, a personal injury case. 
from the Supreme Court of Texas, was denied. 


RATES ON FERTILIZER 


Hearing in equity No. 8582, Akron, Canton & Youngstown 
and others against the United States, set for October 30 in the 
federal court for the northern district of Illinois, eastern divi- 
sion (Chicago), was set over to November 12, because of in- 
ability to convene a three-judge court. The carriers in the case 
have asked for an injunction restraining enforcement of the 
Commission’s order in connection with Ohio Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration and others against the A. & W. and others, 146 I. C. ¢. 
419, prescribing distance rates on fertilizer in C. F. A. territory. 


STOCK OF ERIE RAILROAD 


On petition of the Erie Railroad Company, the Commission 
in Finance No. 6098, stock of Erie Railroad Company, has mod- 
ified its order of February 24, 1927, to make it authorize the 
issuance of $38,634,800 of common capital stock instead of 
$39,254,200 of stock, and exchange of such stock for $19,317,400 
of 4 per cent convertible general mortgage bonds instead of 
$19,627,100 of such bonds. The amendment was asked so that 
the amount of capital stock authorized would conform to the 
amount actually issued. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3189, the Commission has suspended from 
October 27 until May 27 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 1 to DeQueen & Eastern tariff I. C. C. No. 50. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to cancel transit arrangements on 
lumber, carloads, at points on the DeQueen & Eastern and the 
Texas, Oklahoma & Eastern. 

“In I. and S. No. 3190, the Commission has suspended from 
November 1 until June 1, schedules as published in supplement 
No. 22 to joint tariff, Jones’ I. C. C. No. 1984 and Speiden’s I. 
Cc. C. No. 1150. The suspended schedules propose to restrict 
the class rates applying between southern territory and central 
freight association territory so as not to apply on cotton fac- 
tory products where commodity rates are in effect via any route 
in Agent J. H. Glenn’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-463. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Further hearing in finance No. 5897, claim of Mississippi & 
Western R. R. under section 204, was set for further hearing 
at Washington, D. C., October 30, before Assistant Director 
Burnside. 

Hearing in docket 21158, Swift and Company and others 
against the A. T. and S. F. and others, set for October 31 at 
Chicago, before Examiner Disque, was canceled. 

Hearing in docket 21096, Illinois Malleable Iron Company 
against the C. I. & L. and others, set for November 1 at Chi- 
cago before Examiner Disque, was postponed to a date later 
to be determined. 


VAN SWERINGEN PLAN HEARING 


Hearing will be held November 26 at Washington before 
Director Mahaffie on the petitions of the Chesapeake & Ohio for 
modification of the Commission’s orders in Finance Nos. 61135 
and $114, with respect to the price to be paid for Pere Marquette 
stock held by the Nickel Plate, and to the price at which addi- 
tional C. & O. stock is to be issued. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 
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© Carrier Attorney-Examiner Howard Hosmer, in No. 11893, United first-class rates to and from Cairo resulting from application of 





the tay 


n Tyner, filed by the barge line, proposes that the Commission, wen ansas via St. Louis should be based on a rate prorate, using as 
Sed the MM further hearing, prescribe just, reasonable and equitable divi- factors for the barge line and its rail connections at Memphis the 
1 sons of Join a oe a Oa tae cent MY Sia Metnpnis’ plus thiee per cone, and or the Haitimore & Ohio the 
71 Ug rates between points on the Baltimore & Ohio in central ter- proposed. first-class rates to and from St. Louis resulting from ap- 
ritory and lower Mississippi River ports, Mobile, Ala., and in- lication of the scale shown in the appendix minus three per cent. 
the fo} terior points in Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas, in which the encase 
t class scale proposed by Hosmer in No. 15879, eastern class 
Anton; - investigation, would be used as a foundation. MACHINERY TO FLORIDA 
portatio, In addition Hosmer recommended that both the barge line Attorney-Examiner John McChord, in No. 20833, Miami Laun- 
— and the railroads be reprimaned because they did not compose dry Co. vs. Florida East Coast et al., and cases joined with it, 
fret a their diffeernces, in accordance with the principles laid down has recommended that the Commission find carloads of ma- 
a in the prior reports in this case, 77 I. C. C. 317, and 92 I. C. C. chinery from points north of the Ohio River to points in Florida 
1, &@ Der. 528, by negotiation. In concluding his report he said it seemed south of Jacksonville were overcharged to the extent the sixth 
; appropriate to say that this controversy involved no questions class rates charged south of Jacksonville exceed the Class N 
& Ney which had not been dealt with in a general way in the prior rates, which, the examiner says, were applicable. That finding 
V case reports and that no good reason appeared why it should not’ is based upon the authority in Lawrence Construction Co. vs. 
: have been disposed of by negotiation. The failure of that L. & N., 115 I. C. C. 439, and other recent cases involving the 
method, he said, was blamed by each of the contending parties question as to whether, under the tariffs, sixth class or Class N 
on the other and that the circumstances were fully set forth in rates were to be applied to articles commonly called machinery 
copies of voluminous correspondence offered as exhibits. and yet not listed under the parts of the tariffs relating to ma- 
zstown “It is unnecessary to comment on this correspondence ex- chines and machinery. ; 
in the cept by saying that the responsibility seems about equally di- McChord found that in one case the factor of the rate north 
n divi. vided,” says Hosmer. “The way is still open for voluntary of Jacksonville was unlawful to the extent the applicable rate 
Of in. settlement, however, with the possible help of this proposed Was based on a carload minimum in excess of the applicable 
€ Case report, the aim of which has been to apply the general principles Minimum. 7 
of the laid down by the Commission to the particular facts here pre- The examiner recommended denial of reparation on account 
1 Fed. sented. Such voluntary settlement would save further delay, Of the illegal charges on the ground that the evidence offered 
C.¢ expense and effort for all concerned.” as to the paying and bearing of the charges was not sufficient 
itory The barge line and the Baltimore & Ohio were unable to to authorize the payment of the illegal charges found to have 
“ agree upon divisions on interchange at St. Louis or East St. been made to the complainant. He said that the only evidence 
Louis. On account of winter conditions at those points the Offered as to the paying of the charges was the statement of 
barge line also desired to make arrangements for interchange the commerce agent of the attorneys in each of the cases. He 
ssion via Cairo, Ill., through the use of the Illinois Central’s line through introduced paid freight bills covering each shipment. But, Mc- 
mod- Odin, Ill., and other junctions. Chord said, that they did not show who paid the freight. He 
> the The matter was handled on the shortened procedure docket. said the witness stated that the respective complainants handed 
d of On account of the proposal respecting Cairo, the Illinois Cen- him the bills, saying that they had paid and borne the charges 
7,400 tral and central territory lines were brought in. They sub- 8 shown thereon. 
d of mitted letters on the subject. In view of the importance of No. 20846 and sub. No. 1, and 
that In addition to divisions the questions of charges for switch- the large amount of reparation involved, McChord said, more 
the ing and drayage at St. Louis and East St. Louis and transit direct and explicit evidence was demanded as to the paying and 
arrangements were brought in. In regard to drayage and switch- bearing of the charges than was offered by the complainants. 
ing charges, Hosmer pointed out that in the original report the McChord said that carriers, for their protection, were en- 
Commission said they should be borne by the delivering line. titled to know by direct and explicit legal evidence who was 
That rule is not followed at St. Louis and East St. Louis by all entitled to receive reparation when awarded by the Commis- 
rom the lines, but Hosmer said no reason appeared why the rule 8/00; that guch evidence was demanded by the defendants at 
lent should not be applied at St. Louis and East St. Louis uniformly. the hearing and that they were clearly entitled to it. Where- 
3us- As to transit arrangements, Hosmer said that the Commis- fore his recommendation that reparation, on account of the 
on sion had made @ finding on that point in the original report illegal charges, be denied. 
the and that there were no facts in the present record indicating This report also embraces twelve sub-numbers: Coral Gables 
that it should be amplified. Hosmer proposed the following Construction & Supply Co. vs. Florida East Coast; Meteor 
om findings: Transport & Trading Co. vs. Same; T. T. Sweet Dredging Co. 
ont vs. Same; John T. Quinn Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al.; 
Li L. tia, Comaniuaions _mmonld and thet, the pastes ge he Virginia Engineering Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line; S. A. Ryan 
ict joint rail-barge rates between lower Mississippi! Kiver po : Motor Co. vs. Florida East Coast; Harrison Construction Co. : 
ral Gentral territory in so far as they are invioved in this proceeding, V8. Florida East Coast et al.; I. E. Schilling Co. vs. Florida ) 
a pe “4 wend gag ag gh Bg BB on} a a ge ay ne oe ene — a " E. t 
ite rates between interior é , - * , chilling, Inc., vs. Same; ghway Construction Co., Inc., 
the one hand, and said stations on the Balt fiscissippi River ports, VS. Same; Connell & Schultz vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
are unjust, unreasonable, and ao. ik: cee cedeaelialadin , siti et al.; and T. B. McGahey vs. Detroit, Toledo & Ironton et al.; 
st, e, = 
Pe KS ng F pag Rw y joint eases will be those arrived also a sub-number, M. D. Moody vs. Same. 
& re y By Rm on sal rates via St. Louis should be based 
F4 on a rate prorate, using as factors for the barge line its port-to-port BOX SHOOK ADJUSTMENT 
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States War Department, Inland Waterways, Mississippi-Warrior 
Service vs. Abilene & Southern et al., the divisions complaint 


first-class rates to and from St. Louis and for the Baltimore & Ohio 
the proposed first-class rates to and from St. Louis resulting from 
application of the scale shown in the appendix. (Not reproduced.) 

(b) Divisions of rail-barge rates via Cairo should be based on a 
rate prorate, using as factors for the barge line its port-to-port first- 
class rates to and from Cairo minus three per cent, and for the Balti- 
more & Ohio and the Illinois Central the proposed first-class rates 
to and from Cairo resulting from application of the scale shown in 
the appendix, plus three per cent. The joint division of the rail lines 
should be subdivided by a mileage prorate. 

(c) Divisions of rail-barge-rail rates to and from points in Louisi- 
ana and Texas for the Baltimore & Ohio individually or jointly with 
the Illinois Central should be based on a percentage, representing 
the average ratio between the central territory all-rail divisions and 
representative rail-barge-rail rates computed by the method pro- 
posed by complainant, heretofore described, and for the barge. line 
and its southwestern rail connections the remainders of such rates. 
The subdivision between the Baltimore & Ohio and the Illinois Cen- 
tral should be on ‘7: ge used in dividing the central territory 
all-rail divisions via Cairo. 

(d) Divisions of rail-barge-rail rates to and from points in Ark- 
ansas via Cairo should be based on a rate prorate, using as factors 


the scale shown in the appendix. The subdivision between the Balti- 
more & Ohio and the Illinois Central should be on a mileage prorate. 
(e) Divisions of rail-barge-rail rates to and from points in Ark- 





A limited revision of the rates on box shooks from points 
in California and Oregon and from Verdi, Nev., to points in 
the Imperial Valley of California is proposed by Examiner J. P. 
McGrath in No. 20097, Big Lakes Box Company et al. vs. 
Southern Pacific et al., based on a finding that, with excep- 
tions, the rates are not unreasonable. 

A larger revision on such traffic from the points mentioned 
is proposed to Dixieland, Calif.. and from Westwood, Calif., 
Klamath Falls and Algoma, Ore., to Meloland, Calif., and from 
Westwood, Verdi, Nev., Klamath Falls, Algoma and Braymill, 
Ore., to Holtville, Calif. Rates on box shook traffic prior to 
January 5, 1927, and from Lakeview, Ore., to Holtville prior 
to April 29, 1927, McGrath said, should be found unreasonable, 
reparation awarded and a basis for new rates prescribed. This 
case was jointly heard with the Railroad Commission of Cali- 
fornia. The finding other than that reparation was due to the 
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complainants other than the Red River Lumber Company, on 
shipments to Meloland and Holtville, in 1925 and 1926, follows: 


The Commission should find that the rates in effect prior to 
January 5, 1927, from Westwood, Klamath Falls and Algoma to Melo- 
land and from estwood, Verdi, Klamath Falls, Algoma and Braymill 
to Holtville were unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 60 
cents; that the rate in effect prior to April 29, 1927, from Lakeview to 
Holtville was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 67 cents; 
but that the present rates from and to these points and.from said 
points of origin and points grouped therewith to destinations in the 
Imperial Valley on the lines of the Southern Pacific are not unreason- 
able. The Commision should also find that the rates from these points 
and points. grouped therewith to Dixieland are and for the future 
will be unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed 
the rates contemporaneously in effect from the same points to El 
Centro and other points in the Imperial Valley on the Southern Pacific 
grouped therewith by more than 2 cents. 


AUTOMOBILES TO UTAH 


Examiner P. F. Mackey has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 20134, Covey-Ballard Motor Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul et al., and No. 20241, Taylor Motor Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., on a finding that the rates on passenger automobiles and 
parts, in carloads, from Racine Junction, Wis., and Detroit, Mich., 
to Salt Lake City, Utah, are not unreasonable or otherwise un- 
lawful. The examiner found some overcharges. 


COAL RECONSIGNMENT CHARGES 


Examiner Jesse C. Harraman has proposed the dismissal of 
No. 20054, E. J. Corbett et al. vs. Canadian Pacific et al., on a 
finding that the reconsignment charges on soft coal and coke, 
originating at points in central territory, billed to Detroit, Mich., 
and reconsigned to points in Canada are not unreasonable. The 
charge is $2.70 if the reconsigning order is given before the 
arrival of the car and $6.30 if given after arrival. The examiner 
said that the arguments made against the imposition of the 
charges were the same as those made in the Reconsignment 
Case, 47 I. C. C. 590. He said they were thoroughly considered 
then and that conditions had not materially changed since the 
decision in that case. 


LUMBER AND BOX SHOOKS 


In No. 20372, Cady Lumber Corporation et al. vs. Apache 
Railway et al., Examiner J. P. McGrath has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable and unduly prejudicial the 
rates on lumber and box shooks from Williams, Flagstaff and 
McNary, Ariz., to points in the Imperial Valley and the Coachella 
Valley of California and prescribe new ones. His recommenda- 
tions are: 


Upon this record the Commission should find that the rates on 
lumber and box shooks, in carloads, from Williams, Flagstaff and 
McNary to the Imperial Valley are and for the future will be un- 
reasonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent that they exceed or 
may exceed 42 cents from Wiliams and Flagstaff and 47 cents from 
McNary to main line destinations and to destinations on the West- 
morland branch (named in the report) and 43 cents from Williams 
and Flagstaff and 48 cents from McNary to destinations on the Sandia 
branch and Holton Inter-Urban (named in the report). 

The Commission should further find that the rates assailed from 
Williams, Flagstaff and McNary to the Coachella Valley destinations, 
are, and for the future will be, unreasonable and unduly @rejudicial 
to the extent they exceed or may exceed 43 cents from Williams and 
Flagstaff, and 48 cents from McNary. 


BRICK TO NEW MEXICO 


In a proposed report in No. 19210, Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. 
Abilene’ & Southern et al., and No. 20340, Same vs. Same, Ex- 
aminer J. Edgar Smith has recommended that the Commission 
find unreasonable and unduly prejudicial the rates on brick and 
other clay products, from points in Texas, Oklahoma and Ar- 
kansas to destinations in New Mexico to the extent they exceed 
rates made on the scale prescribed in Southwestern Brick Cases, 
107 I. C. C. 681, plus arbitraries. 

The title complaint covered rates to a specified part of New 
Mexico. After hearing in that case No. 20340 was filed to cover 
all destinations in New Mexico, the railroads having offered to 
establish new rates throughout the state. They denied the 
propriety of extending into New Mexico the mileage scale pre- 
scribed in the southwestern brick cases, but said they would 
be willing to do so if arbitraries were added. In the title case 
the rates within New Mexico were attacked as being violative 
of sections 3 and 13 in addition to being unreasonable and un- 
duly preferential of points in Kansas, Colorado, Missouri, Ari- 
zona, California and El Paso. 

Smith said the purpose of the complainants was to enable 
them to initiate a campaign to introduce New Mexico to the 
use of brick instead of stone from local quarries and adobe, the 
latter made on the building site, which were the main building 
materials used throughout the state. He said that El Paso, on 
account of its location, would always have a preference in 
New Mexico. 

The examiner said the Commission should prescribe the 
Southwestern Brick Cases’ scale plus arbitraries. beginning with 
half a cent for 20 miles and less, progressing by half a cent 
for each 20-mile block up to 100 miles, then by half a cent for 
each 25-mile block, to 200 miles, then by half a cent for each 
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50-mile block to 300 miles, the arbitrary then being 5.5 Cents 
That arbitrary is to be used in the 350-mile block, but a hay 
cent is added for the next 50-mile block, the scale running oy 
at 400 miles with an arbitrary of 6 cents. 


OLD STEEL RAILS 


Examiner Thurston B. Johnston has recommended the dis. 
missal of No. 20939, Hyman-Michaels Company vs. Seaboarg 
Air Line et al., on a finding that the movement of 18 carloads 
of old steel rails and angle bars or sylices, in 1927, from River 
Junction, Fla., to Brooksville, Fla., was an intrastate move. 
ment, and that the complainant’s remedy, if any, was to 
apply to the Florida regulatory body. The rails moved from 
Boyles and Flomaton, Ala., points on the Louisville & Nagp. 
ville, which company had sold them to the complainant ang 
delivered them at River Junction. They moved free to River 
Junction .as property of the selling railroad. The examiner 
said it was true that the rails moved on through bills from 
points of origin to final destination but that the service rep. 
dered by a common carrier other than one hauling for itself, 
was begun at River Junction at which point the complainant 
had elected to receive the property. The examiner said the 
Commission should find the interstate rates were not applicable 
on the rails. 


HAY RATE APPLICABLE 


Examiner Riley A. Gwynn has recommended the dismissal 
of No. 20608, Cash Feed Company vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al, 
on a finding that the rate on hay, from Lima, O., to Lakeland, 
Fla., applied on shipments made in 1926, was applicable. 


CAST IRON PIPE 


Examiner E. L. Glenn has proposed the dismissal of No. 
20586, United States Cast Iron Pipe & Foundry Company ys. 
Pennsylvania et al., on a finding that the rates on cast iron 
pipe, carloads, from Scottdale, Pa., to Buffalo, N. Y., and points 
taking the same rates, are not unreasonable or otherwise un- 
lawful. 


IRON PIPE REPARATION 


Examiner W. J. Harris, in No. 20659, Longhart Supply Conm- 
pany et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf et al., has recom- 
mended that the Commission find not unreasonable the rate 
charged on iron pipe or casing, from Mangum, Okla., to Ranger, 
Tex., shipped in 1925. He said the Commission should find 
unreasonable the rate charged on iron pipe from Graham, Tex., 
to Ryan, Okla., shipped in 1925 to the extent it exceeded 30 
cents and award reparation amounting to $240.41 with interest. 
Harris said that on account of the rates established in con- 
formity with the Southwestern revision no finding for the fu- 
ture was necessary. 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 
Examiner H. L. Main has recommended dismissal in No. 
20977, Hanley-Fry Co. et al. vs. Chicago & North Western, on 
a finding that a rate of 31.5 cents charged on fruits and vege- 
tables, in mixed carloads, from Chicago, Ill., to Beloit and 


Janesville, Wis., was applicable and that it was not and is not 
unreasonable. ‘ 


CHERRIES TO NEW YORK 


An award of reparation to the basis of $3.83 per 100 pounds 
has been recommended by Examiner T. Leo Haden in No. 20713, 


W. A. Murphy vs. American Railway Express Co. et al., on a. 


finding that the aggregate of express rates to Jersey City, N. J., 
and Erie Railroad’s charge beyond, applicable to shipments of 
cherries from points in Washington and Oregon to pier 20, 
New York, N. Y., were unreasonable. He followed American 
Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ Association vs. American Railway 
Express Co., 128 I. C. C. 651. 


KNIT GOODS RATING 


Examiner Arthur Kettler has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 20790, National Knitted Outerwear Association vs. Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown et al., on a finding that. the classification 
rating of knit goods, in less than carloads, packed in fibreboard 
boxes of united dimensions exceeding 70 inches is not umrea- 
sonable. 

The complainant alleged that the application of Rule 41 of 
the consolidated classification to shipments of the goods in ques- 
tion in fibreboard boxes of greater size than 70 united inches 
resulted in unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory and unduly 
prejudicial rates. The rating on knit goods shipped in boxes 
not exceeding the 70 united inches limit is first class. The rule 
adds 20 per cent to the rating in instances where larger sized 
boxes are used. 

It was contended that allowing mattresses, steel filing cases 
and other commodities to be shipped in larger boxes constituted 
undue prejudice. The carriers pointed out that the articles men- 
tioned took higher ratings, some being double first class. They 
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ed that knit goods, shipped in either big or little boxes, 
would not be unreasonably rated at one and a half times first 
class. The members of the association desire to use larger boxes 
than permitted at the present first class, claiming that their trial 
shipments from Cleveland, O., showed that shipments could be 
made in the larger boxes with safety. 

The examiner said that the evidence did not warrant a find- 
ing that the traffic under consideration was entitled to a specific 
rating lower than 120 per cent of first class or that it was sub- 


jected to undue prejudice. 


TANNERY FLESHINGS 


A recommendation that the rate on tannery fleshings, car- 
loads, from Durbin, W. Va., to Springdale, Pa., be found un- 
reasonable for the past, present and future to the extent it 
exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 25 cents, minimum 36,000 
pounds, and that reparation be awarded, has been made by 
Examiner W. R. Brennan in No. 20479, American Glue Co. et al. 
vs. Pennsylvania et al. The applicable rate is 31 cents, mini- 
mum 36,000 pounds, according to the report. Complainants 
sought a rate of 20 cents, minimum 40,000 pounds. 


argu 


POLES AND WOODEN PILING 


In No. 20539, Hammond Lumber Co. and or E. G. Whipple, 
agent, vs. Southern Pacific et al., Examiner J. P. McGrath has 
recommended that the Commission find unreasonable but. not 
unduly prejudicial to the complainants the rates on poles and 
wooden piling, in single and multiple carloads, from points in 
Oregon to Fresno, Calif. and points taking the same rates and 
to destinations in California south of Fresno to the extent they 
exceeded, exceed or may exceed the contemporaneous rates on 
fir lumber, in single carloads, from and to the same points. He 
has recommended reparation. 

McGrath said the Commission should find the rates on the 
like traffic from points in Oregon to destinations in California 
north of Fresno and points grouped therewith not unreasonable 
or unduly prejudicial. 


ALLOY CASTINGS RATING 


Examiner J. J. Williams, in No. 20735, General Alloys Co. 
vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find the first class any-quantity rating and rates, 
in official classification, on chromium-nickel-alloy castings and 
annealing or carbonizing boxes or pots, when shipped in L. C. L. 
quantities, are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, but that 
when they are shipped in carloads they are unreasonable to 
the extent they exceed third class. He recommends the estab- 
lishment of a carload rating based on a minimum of 36,000 
pounds. 


LUMP IRON ORE 


In No. 20943, Twin City Forge & Foundry Co. vs. Duluth, 
South Shore & Atlantic et al., a case in which only reparation 
was sought, Examiner Arthur Kettler has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable the rate charged on a car- 
load of lump iron ore, shipped from Republic, Mich., to Still- 
water, Minn., in 1925, to the extent it exceeded $4.25 per long 
ton. He recommended reparation amounting to $77.70. 


FLOUR TRANSIT ARRANGEMENTS 


Attorney-Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 20626, El Campo 
Rice Milling Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., has recommended 
that the Commission find the failure of the Missouri Pacific 
and Southern Pacific lines to give Beaumont, El Campo, Orange, 
and Sugar Land, Tex., storage-in-transit arrangements on flour 
from points in western trunk line and southwestern territories 
while maintaining such arrangements at Lake Charles, La., is 
and for the future will be unduly prejudicial to the four com- 
plaining Texas points. He says the prejudice should be removed. 
The complaint alleged that the failure of the defendants to pro- 
vide such storage-in-transit arrangements at the four Texas 
points named, on flour from points in Arkansas, Colorado, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri and Texas to destinations in 
Louisiana and Texas, when reforwarded from the four points 
in mixed carloads with grain and various grain products, was 
unreasonable and unduly ;prejudicial. Marshall, Tex., Tex- 
arkana, Ark.-Tex. and Shreveport and Lake Charles were alleged 
to have an undue preference. They were cited as representative 
of other points in Kansas, Missouri and the southwest. 

Storage facilities such as were in force at the points 
alleged to be preferred; also at Alexandria, La. and Ponca City, 
Okla. and other southwestern points were sought. Marshall, 
Disque said, was the only Texas point which had the sort of an 
arrangement that was sought. He said the arrangement at 
Marshall was evidently the result of Marshall Mill & Elevator 
Co. vs. Kansas City Southern, 101 I. C. C. 270. In that case, 
Disque said, the Commission found that the granting of the 
storage arrangement at Shreveport and Texarkana while deny- 
ing it to Marshall was unduly prejudicial. 

Disque said, that the record failed to establish that the 
failure of the defendants to maintain the storage arrangements 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 1003 





sought was unreasonable or generally unduly prejudicial. He 
said that only as to the preference of Lake Charles, did the 
testimony approach the point of sufficiency to support an affirma- 
tive finding. 


CEDAR POLES TO VIRGIix!4 

Examiner Paul A. Colvin in No. 20705, Valentine-Clark 
Company vs. Northern Pacific et al., has recommended an 
award of reparation on a finding that the rate on a shipment 
of cedar poles from Kootenai and Kooskia, Ida., to Drake 
Branch, Va., with transit at Minnesota Transfer, Minn., was 
applicable but that the shipment was misrouted by the Nor- 
folk & Western. He said complainant was entitled to repara- 
tion of $31.05, with interest, from the N. & W., and that collec- 
tion of undercharges might be waived. 


SCRAP BRASS TO NEW YORK 


In No. 20893, E. Gross & Co., Inc., vs. New Haven et al., 
Examiner Riley A. Gwynn has recommended that the Commis- 
sion find that rates on scrap brass from Hartford, Conn., to 
New York, N. Y., and points within the New York lighterage 
limits were not unreasonable prior to July 6, 1927, but on and 
after that date were, are and for the future will be unreason- 
able to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed sixth 
class, and award reparation. 


CRUDE COAL TAR 


Examiner Paul Coyle in No. 20309, Atlantic Coal Tar Dis- 
tillates vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has recommended that the 
rate of 25 cents on crude coal tar, in tank-car loads, from 
Pittsburgh, Erie and Woodlawn, Pa., and Weirton, W. Va., to 
Bayway, N. J., be found unreasonable for the past, present and 
future to the extent that it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 
23 cents, and that reparation be awarded. 


HORSES AND MULES 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Exam-’ 


iner R. J. Olentine in No. 19113, Galesburg Horse & Mule Com- 
pany et al. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., on a finding 
that rates charged on horses and mules, carloads, from points 
in South Dakota east of the Missouri River to Galesburg, IIL, 
were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded the rates based 
on the scale prescribed in South Dakota R. R. Commissioners 
vs. C. & N. W., 77 I. C. C. 451. The examiner said the South 
Dakota scale was under review in No. 17000, part 9, and that 
consequently no finding for the future should be made here. 


POLISHED MARBLE TO FLORIDA 


Dismissal has been recommended by Examiner Charles W. 
Berry in No. 20529, Vitrolite Products Company et al. vs. At- 
lantic Coast Line et al., on a finding that the rate of $1.04 on 
polished marble from Knoxville, Tenn., to’ Miami, Fla., was not 
unreasonable. Complainants’ evidence was directed entirely 
against the factor beyond Jacksonville. Defendants stated they 
were now engaged in working out a general revision of the 
rates on marble, granite, and other stone from, to, and between 
all points in the south, according to the report. 


REPARATION ON SALT 


Examiner Riley A. Gwynn, in No. 20312, Doughty-McDonald 
Grocery Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., and a sub-number, Sayre 
Wholesale Grocer Co. et al. vs. Same, has recommended that 
rates on salt, carloads, from certain points in Kansas to numer- 
ous points in Oklahoma and Texas be found unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded the rates prescribed in Salt Between 
Western and Southwestern Points, 120 I. C. C. 91, as modified 
in 128 I. C. C. 431. He said reparation should be awarded to 
certain complainants and that the complaint should be dismissed 
as to others. 


DECIDUOUS FRUITS BY EXPRESS 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Examiner 
Albert A. Mattson in No. 20490, California Fruit Exchange vs. 
American Railway Express Co. et al., on a finding that the ag- 
gregate rate for the through movement of express shipments 
of deciduous fruits, carloads, from Arizona to Erie Railroad 
piers 20 and 21, New York, N. Y., was unreasonable to the ex- 
tent it exceeded $3.83 per 100 pounds. He said complainant was 
entitled to reparation in the sum of $2,392, with interest. 


PECANS TO ST. LOUIS AND CHICAGO 

Attorney-Examiner William A. Disque has recommended dis- 
missal in No. 19977, R. E. Funsten Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., 
on a finding that rates on pecans in the shell, carloads, from 
certain points in Texas, Oklahoma, Louisiana and Mississippi 
to St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill., are not unreasonable. The 
report said the same issues were presented in Funsten Co. vs. 
A. & V., 100 I. C. C. 357, and decided adversely to the complain- 
ants and that two petitions for rehearing were denied. Mr. 
Disque said no good reason appeared for departing from the 
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conclusion announced in the previous case. He said the rates 
assailed were not unreasonable, but that the finding was with- 
out prejudice, however, to the application of the prescribed 
fourth class basis or such other as might be found justified in 
I. and S. No. 3130, Consolidated Southwestern Cases, now 
pending. 


GASOLINE AND KEROSENE 


Dismissal has been recommended in No. 20661, Bert Kilmer 
vs. Santa Fe et al., by Examiner Albert A. Mattson, on a finding 
that rates charged on gasoline and kerosene, in tank-car loads, 
from Augusta, Kan., Boynton, Bristow and Ponca City, Okla., to 
Winnebago, Neb., were not unreasonable. 


CEDAR LOGS AND PENCIL SLATS 


Examiner Horace W. Johnson, in No. 20577, Standard Export 
Trading Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable for the future but not in the 
past, the rates on hewn cedar logs, carloads, from Homosassa 
and Crystal River, Fla., to Jacksonville, Fla., for export, to the 
extent they exceed 16 cents per 100 pounds. He has recom- 
mended that it find unreasonable, also for the future but not in 
the past, the rates on cedar pencil slats, carloads, from Homo- 
sassa and Crystal River to Jacksonville, for export and to New 
York, N. Y., and points taking the same rates, to the extent they 
may exceed 120 per cent of the rates on cedar logs. Inasmuch 
as his recommendations are for the future only he has recom- 
mended denial of reparation. 


IMPORTED MICA SCRAP 


Examiner Albert A. Mattson, in No. 20591, Richmond Mica 
Corporation vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable the rate on imported mica 
scrap, carloads, having value for grinding and pulverizing pur- 
poses only, in bags or packages, from New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., to Richmond, Va., prior to November 15, 1927, to the extent 
it exceeded the subsequently established rate of 22 cents, 50,000 
pound minimum. He said it should find that the rate of 22 cents 
was and is not unreasonable. Further he said the Commission 
should find that the rates from Philadelphia, Pa., charged since 
August 7, 1925, were, are and for the future will be unreasonable 
to the extent they exceeded or might exceed 19 cents, 50,000 min- 
imum, and award reparation. 


REPARATION ON CEDAR POSTS 


Examiner John Davey in No. 20706, Pendleton & Gilkey vs. 
Minneapolis, Red Lake & Manitoba et al., has found that com- 
plainant is entitled to reparation in the sum of $12.66, with 
interest, from defendants other than the M. R. L. & M., because 
of an inapplicable rate charged on a carload of cedar posts 
from Redby, Minn., to Saratoga, Ind. A combination of 47 cents 
was charged. The examiner said the Commission should find 
that the applicable rate was 45 cents, following Pendleton & 
Gilkey vs. M. R. L. & M., 115 I. C. C. 413. 


REPARATION ON FACE BRICK 


The complainant in No. 20966, B. Mifflin Hood Brick Co. vs. 
Central of Georgia et al., is entitled to reparation in the amount 
of $296.84, with interest, says Examiner W. J. Harris, on a find- 
ing that the rate on face brick, carloads, from Gordon, Ga., to 
Beaumont, Tex., was unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 
27.5 cents. The rate finally applied was 32 cents. 


CHIPBOARD, PULPBOARD, ETC. 


Examiner Lewis L. Prout, in No. 20665, United Paperboard 
Co., Inc., vs. Boston & Albany et al., has recommended that the 
Commission find unreasonable, since March 8, 1926, rates on 
chipboard, pulpboard, boxboard and paperboards, carloads. from 
Thomson, N. Y., to the extent they exceeded or may exceed 18 
cents to Springfield and West Springfield, Mass., and 21 cents 
to Boston and designated Boston rate points, and award repara- 
tion. He said the Commission should further find that the rates 
assailed were not and are not unjustly discriminatory or unduly 
prejudicial. 





RAILS AND TRACK MATERIAL 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Exam- 
iner Charles W. Berry in No. 20420, Hardaway Contracting Co. 
vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., on a finding that a joint class M 
rate of $4.95 per ton of 2,000 pounds charged on second-hand 
rails and railway track material, in mixed carloads, from Albany, 
Ga., to Norfleet, Fla., was unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 
$3.83. 


CHARGES ON CELOTEX 


In No. 20865, Celotex Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., 
Attorney-Examiner William A. Disque has recommended an 
award of reparation on a finding that class rates applied on 
celotex, a fiberboard or pulpboard, from Marrero, within the 
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switching limits of New Orleans, La., to Jacksonville, Fla., 
traffic to peninsular Florida, were inapplicable, and that the 
applicable rate was and is 38.5 cents. He said that refusal] 9 
defendant line-haul carriers to absorb the initial line’s switgp. 
ing charge on the above traffic was not unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. 3 


CEMENT RATE INAPPLICABLE 


On a finding of inapplicability as to a combination ¢oy. 
modity rate of 646 cents per net ton charged on one carload o; 
cement from Union Bridge, Md., to Quinwood, W. Va., and tha; 
the applicable rate was 566 cents, an award of reparation of 
$13.15, with interest, has been recommended by Examiner L, 4 
Pyle in No. 21078, Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. Chesapeake 
& Ohio et al. Complainant contended that the rate of 566 cents 
was applicable and rested its case on the principle announce 
in Sligo Iron Store Co. vs. W. M., 62 I. C. C. 643, 72 1. A ¢ 
551, as applied by the Commission in subsequent cases, according 
to the report. The examiner said the collection of a 40-cent 
charge in addition to the local rate from G. & E. Junction, 
W. Va., to Quinwood, was without tariff authority and that this 
overcharge should be refundded promptly by the Greenbrier ¢ 
Eastern. 


TRANSIT ON GRAIN AND PRODUCTS 


An award of reparation has been recommended in No. 20099. 
Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Southern Pacific, by Examiner 
E. L. Glenn on a finding that charges collected on grain and 
grain products were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded 
those that would have accrued on the basis of the through rates 
on the cleaned or milled products from points of origin of the 
grain shipments to final destination of the cleaned or milled 
products thereof. The complaint alleged that defendant’s fail. 
ure and refusal since January 1, 1927, to accord transit at Los 
Angeles and other points on its lines on certain carload ship- 
ments of whole grain received from connecting lines and des- 
tined to points beyond, on the basis of the through rates, re 
sulted in the collection of unreasonable, unduly prejudicial and 
inapplicable charges. 

Examiner Glenn said the complaint sought the establishment 
of transit provisions whereby carload shipments of wheat or 
corn received from connecting lines, that where twice stopped 
in transit at points on connecting lines would be accorded fur- 
ther transit, so that such shipments might be stopped once again 
at Los Angeles or other points on defendant’s lines in Arizona, 
California and New Mexico for cleaning or milling, and then 
moved to final destination at the balance, if any, of the through 
rate on such cleaned or milled articles, and reparation or refund 
of overcharges. Responsive to protests from California millers, 
including complainant, defendant established on March 30, 1928, 
the provisions sought, according to the report. Examiner Glenn 
said, therefore, the complaint in so far as it prayed for future 
relief, need not be considered. 


CHEESE TO CALIFORNIA 


In No. 20119, Kraft Cheese Co. vs. Los Angeles & Salt Lake 
et al., Examiner W. R. Brennan says the Commission should 
find that rates on cheese, carloads, from Victor and Woodside, 
Mont., to Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif., transited at 
Pocatello, Ida., were, are and for the future will be unreasonable 
to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed fourth class 
rates, minimum 24,000 pounds, and award reparation. As to 
reparation, the examiner says shipments delivered or tendered 
for delivery prior to January 31, 1925, are barred. 


LUMBER FROM FLORIDA 


Attorney-Examiner John McChord, in No. 20738, Blair Lum- 
ber Co. et al. vs. Seaboard Air Line et al., has recommended 
that the Commission find that a rate of 25 cents on lumber from 
Midway, Fla., to Chattanooga, Tenn., was and will be unreason- 
able to the extent it exceeded or may exceed 22 cents and 
award reparation. 


PAPER CUPS TO WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Examiner F. A. Christoph, in No. 20348, Washington Paper 
Co. et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio, has recommended an award of 
reparation on a finding that rates on paper cups, carloads, and 
less than carloads, from Chicago, Ill., New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., to Washington, D. C., were unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded rates of second class in less than carloads, and 
fourth class in carloads, minimum 24,000 pounds, subject to 
rule 34 of the classification. The examiner said that, in sup- 
port of the allegation of unreasonableness, complainants relied 
principally on Public Service Cup Co. vs. A. C. L., 118 I. C. C. 697. 


CEDAR PENCIL SLATS 


Examiner A. J. Sullivan, in No. 20768, Wallace Pencil Co. 
vs. C. B. & Q. et al., has recommended that rates on cedar 
pencil slats, carloads, from Murfreesboro and Lewisburg, Tenn., 
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St. Louis, Mo., be found unreasonable for the past, present 
a future to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 
. 33 cents from Murfreesboro and 32.5 cents from Lewis- 


of 
ata and that reparation be awarded. The rates recommended 
by the examiner, constructed on the basis of 120 per cent of 


the contemporaneous rates applicable on cedar lumber, and 
reparation were sought by complainant. 





TOILET PAPER AND PAPER TOWELS 


Dismissal has been recommended in No. 20760, Albany Per- 
porated Wrapping Paper Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., by 
Examiner J. J. Williams on a finding that the third class rate 
charged on toilet paper and paper towels, in less than carloads, 
from Albany, N. Y., to Lynchburg, Va., is not unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful. He said the finding should be made without 
prejudice to any finding that might be made in No. 15879, East- 
ern Class Rate Investigation. He said that in view of the Com- 
mission’s investigation in that proceeding no attempt should be 
made at this time and on this record to adjust the disparity 
prought about by the application of the rates governed by 
southern instead of official classification on the commodities 
herein under consideration, and that the rates from Albany 
here attacked were apparently no more vulnerable than those 
from other points similarly situated. 


SOUTHWESTERN CASES 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, on application of J. E. Johanson and other 
agents of the southwestern lines, particularly the Texarkana & 
Fort Smith and the Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf, in sixth sec- 
tion permissions Nos. 90479 and 90480, has authorized them, 
on five days’ notice, not later than November 8, to rearrange 
their tariffs so as to bring them into harmony with the basis 
permitted by reason of the recent action of the Texas commis- 
sion. That body has authorized the roads mentioned, which 
have lines between points in Texas that cross state lines, as 
well as other roads with lines wholly within Texas, to establish 
rates on intrastate traffic the same as those prescribed in the 
Consolidated Southwestern cases, which is coming to be called, 
by the Commission, the Southwestern revision. 

When the decision in that case was made the federal body 
authorized the Texarkana and Rock Island to continue rates be- 
tween points in Texas, over interstate routes, the same as the 
rates on routes wholly within Texas. Those rates were then 
published in Fonda Texas lines’ tariffs. When the Texas com- 
mission authorized rates within Texas on the interstate basis, 
with exceptions, it became necessary to transfer the rates from 
the Fonda to the Johanson tariffs, with the exceptions in the 
Johanson tariffs to line up the rates with the Texas decision. 
The first of the sixth section permissions mentioned authorized 
the cancellation of the Fonda tariff rates and the second their 
publication in the Johanson tariffs. 

The question of intrastate rates in the southwest is in a 
mixed condition. Texas and Oklahoma have moved toward 
bringing their rates into harmony with the bases set forth in 
the Southwestern revision. Louisiana has permitted the lines 
to do a few things toward bringing about uniformity, but so 
few are the things permitted to be done that the southwestern 
lines have filed a thirteenth section petition against Louisiana. 
(See Traffic World, October 20, p. 880.) 

So far as the federal body is advised, Arkansas, Kansas and 
Missouri have not done anything to bring about harmony, al- 
though Missouri is expected to do something soon. What plans 
the other states have, if any, Washington has not learned. 

The Public Service Commission of Missouri has filed with 
the Commission a petition for reopening of Memphis South- 
western Investigation, Docket No. 9702; Cairo Association of 
Commerce vs. Butler County Railroad Company, Docket No. 
11483, and Consolidated Southwestern Cases, Docket No. 13535 
and related cases, and asking that the Commission enter into 
an investigation to determine reasonable and nondiscrimina- 
tory interstate class and commodity rates on the commodities 
treated in the proceedings mentioned for application between 
all points in Missouri. 

The Eagle-Picher Lead Company has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene in No. 13535 and related cases and for mod- 
ification of findings in respect of rates on burnt out battery 
plates, carloads, moving interterritorially to southwestern des- 
tinations. It asks particularly that the carriers be relieved 
from finding No. 27 in respect of rates on burnt out battery 
plates, carloads, from origins in Kansas-Nebraska-northern Mis- 
souri, western trunk line and Illinois freight association terri- 
tories to southwestern destinations. 

In I. and S. No. 3130, Consolidated Southwestern Cases, the 
Commission, by division 2, has entered an order of vacation 
as follows: 


It appearing, That by order dated July 7, 1928, the Commission 
entered upon a hearing concerning the lawfulness of new individual 
and joint rates and charges and new individual and joint regulations 
and practices stated in certain schedules contained in tariffs desig- 
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nated in said order, and suspended the operation of said schedules 
until February 8, 1929; and good cause appearing therefor; 

It is ordered, That the said order of July 7, 1928, only in so far as 
it suspended the operation of schedules applying on denatured alco- 
hol (except on exports, import and coastwise traffic; except on traffic 
between points in Kansas and Missouri, on the one hand, and points 
east of the Indiana-Illinois State Line; except points in Indiana shown 
as taking group location 312 in Agent J. E. Johanson’s Tariff I. C. C. 
No. 2012), and on and north of the Ohio and Potomac Rivers, includ- 
ing points named in Agent J. E. Johanson’s Tariff I. C. C. No. 2012, 
in Kentucky and in Virginia and West Virginia where ‘“‘all-rail’’ group 
location is provided in said I. C. C. No. 2012, on the other hand, and 
except between Chicago, Ill., Chicago Junction, Milwaukee, Wis., and 
Mississippi River crossings on the one hand and points in Kansas and 
Missouri on the other hand, on traffic to or from points east of the 
Illinois-Indiana State Line), be and it is hereby vacated and set aside; 
but as to all other schedules the operation of which was suspended 
and which may not have been affected by subsequent orders, the said 
order of July 7, 1928, shall remain in full force and effect. 


The Missouri commission has suspended tariffs filed by the 
carriers establishing rates for intrastate application in the small 
part of Missouri embraced in the Kansas-Missouri territory. 
They are on the basis prescribed by the federal Commission for 
interstate application in the Missouri part of Kansas-Missouri 
territory. In a letter to the federal body announcing the sus- 
pension, the Missouri commission asked that body to include 
the suspended rates in the investigation of Missouri rate adjust- 
ments requested by Missouri in its formal petition. 

F. A. Leland, chairman, Southwestern Freight Bureau, has 
applied for approval under finding 27 of the publication of rates 
on raw sugar from certain points in Louisiana to Texas City 
and Sugarland, Tex., as shown in an exhibit attached to the 
petition. 


CARRIER COST ACCOUNTING 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Additional testimony was taken this week, in Ex Parte 91, 
the Commission’s general revision of cost accounting of steam 
railroads, by Commissioner Eastman and Examiner Bunten, the 
hearing lasting from October 25 to October 29, both inclusive. 
Hearing will be resumed on November 24. When Commissioner 
Eastman announced that further hearing, E. R. Woodson, counsel 
for the Railway Accounting Officers’ Association, made formal 
demand that the National Industrial Traffic League, which, 
through J. W. Roberts, had presented a cost accounting plan, 
furnish the following information: Authorization by the League 
for it to be represented in the case; personnel of the committee 
representing the League; any reports made by that committee to 
the League, together with the action of the League thereon; 
and the membership list of the League in detail. 

L. R. Bitney, who presented a plan at the hearing in June, 
was subjected to cross-examination by railroad counsel. Mr. 
Bitney had referred to his plan as the state commission’s plan. 
That caused the railroad attorneys to inquire whether he was 
speaking for the National Association of Railroad and Utility 
Commissioners, particularly in view of the fact that Mr. Bitney 
had referred to the plan as being substantially the one recom- 
mended in the report of the committee on statistics and ac- 
counts, submitted in 1926, to the association. It was explained 
that that association did not adopt plans, but merely received 
and printed reports from its committees. 

Commissioner Eastman observed that the Commission was 
more interested in finding out whether a paln was good than 
in finding out who proposed it or supported it. 


Analyses of the Bitney plan were submitted by A. L. Con- 
rad, assistant general auditor of the Santa Fe; V. P. Turnburke, 
general auditor of the Great Northern, and W. B. McKinstry, 
comptroller of the Central of Georgia, appearing for the account- 
ing officers’ association. In substance their analyses were that 
the Bitney plan was unworkable, as shown by the fact that 
when the Great Northern and the Northern Pacific asked him 
to apply it to ascertain the cost of a carload of grain from 
Montana to Minneapolis, he said it had not been developed to 
that extent. 


M. O. Lorenz, director of the Commission’s bureau of sta- 
tistics, put into the record a memorandum describing what he 
termed a system of “cost finding” recently adopted by the Ger- 
man national railways. Mr. Lorenz insisted, on cross-examina- 
tion, that the plan included some separation of expense not 
made by the American accounting system and that the Germans 
did plan to distribute the expenses of trains to different classes 
as units of performance and that then, after the ascertainment 
of costs per gross ton, they intended to study the use made 
of the trains by the various items of traffic. By his questions 
Mr. Woodson indicated that he thought the plan more of an 
analysis of expense than a plan of cost accounting. Mr. Lorenz 
said that the German railways had a bureau engaged in making 
special studies based on the information gained by the use of 
the plan for use in rate cases. 

The Savings Bank Association of New York and the National 
Association. of Owners of Railroad and Public Utility Securities 
presented witnesses to advocate changes in the accounting 
classification of the Commission so as to have the accounts 
required of the railroads by the Commission show the facts 












1006 


needed by associations of investors and banks authorized to 
own securities of railroads as parts of trust funds. 

P. A. Benson, secretary of the Dime Savings Bank of Brook- 
lyn, member of the executive committee of the National Asso- 
ciation of Owners of Railroad and Public Utility Securities, and 
president of the Savings Banks Association of the state of New 
York, stated that the latter association consisted of 149 savings 
banks, with resources of $4,800,000,000, of which approximately 
12% per cent, or $600,000,000, was invested in railroad bonds 
on July 1 of this year. Such investments were made, he said, 
under a very old New York statute which, besides mentioning 
a number of railroads by name, required that a railroad must 
have capital stock outstanding to the extent of at least one- 
third of ifs funded debt, and that it must earn or pay in divi- 
dends an amount at least equal to 4 per cent of all of its out- 
standing capital stock. There were other provisions of the law, 
he continued, which experience had shown tended to keep off 
the legal list in New York many excellent railroad bonds. He 
stated that his association, cooperating with the Legislative Com- 
mission, had for some time been engaged in the framing of a 
new law that would contain a proper yardstick to govern these 
investments, such a yardstick being that a railroad must earn 
its fixed charges at least one and one-half times for a period of 
years. 

“To make our proposed bill concise and definite,” he said, 
“we wish to have authoritative designations of (1) railway op- 
erating revenues, (2) income available for fixed charges, (3) 
fixed charges, (4) income after fixed charges, but before con- 
tingent bond interest, and (5) net income (available for divi- 
dends and other corporate purposes).” 

According to Mr. Benson, the present form of income state- 
ment prescribed by the Commission for steam railroads does 
not in all cases group amounts under such designations, and 
while by a rearrangement of the figures appearing in the present 
statement the same results may be obtained, it would be much 
more satisfactory if the statement could be changed to meet 
the requirements of the proposed law. If this is not done it 
will be necessary to state in detail all items which go to make 
up fixed charges and other totals mentioned. Mr. Benson stated 
further that “it is important to the railroads, to the shippers 
and to the public at large that investment of funds in railroad 
bonds be encouraged, that the laws governing such investment 
be sound and yet as simple as possible, and that the income 
accounts prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
be in such form as will furnish investors with accurate informa- 
tion regarding income and fixed charges.” 

George A. Young, a member of the firm of R. L. Day & 
Co., New York and Boston, stated that savings bank legislation 
in other states had often been modeled after the New York 
statutes, and that the proposed law was such an improvement 
over the old that other states would, very likely, adopt similar 
laws. He stated further that “every investor in railroad bonds 
wishes to know how the earning protection back of his invest- 
ment compares with that which safeguards other railroad securi- 
ties. This he cannot now be sure of because of the lack of a 
uniform and specific statement of earnings in their relation to 
fixed charges.” Adoption by the Commission of the recommenda- 
tions of the Savings Banks Association would not necessitate 
the compilation of additional statistics, he said, but merely mean 
the rearrangement of the order of some of the accounts and the 
insertion of additional footings. 

John E. White, of the National City Company, New York, 
said that one of the first considerations regarding the safety 
of investment in the securities of corporations was the question 
by what margin of safety the fixed charges might be earned. 
He considered it a safe basis that a railroad corporation, eligible 
in other respects, should have income available in an amount 
one and one-half times its fixed charges. He discussed at some 
length the proposed New York law respecting savings bank 
investments and the necessity for a definite definition covering 
various terms. In the event the Commission rearranged the 
income statement as recommended, he said it would not be 
necessary for the new law to set up definitions of terms from 
which the amount of income available for fixed charges might 
be determined and what should constitute fixed charges, and 
the statute would be framed to use the Commission’s definitions. 
Mr. White then went into detailed discussion of various changes 
recommended in the income statement. Substantially, such 
changes would consist of rearrangement of present accounts and 
a subdivision of “Interest on Funded Debt” into “Fixed Interest 
on Funded Debt” and “Contingent Interest on Funded Debt.” 


BARGE ACT PROCEDURE 


The Chicago Association of Commerce, by J. P. Haynes, 
executive vice-president and traffic director, and Cornelius 
Lynde, of counsel, in its brief in Ex Parte 94, procedure under 
the barge line act, says that the Commission, under section 2 
of the act, paragraph (e), should hold “some variety of hearing 
upon an application for a certificate of convenience and neces- 
sity; that this hearing should be brief and the matter should 
be summarily disposed of. Continuing, the association said: 
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The Commission should exercise its discretion as ‘to the am 
of evidence concerning routes and differentials which it would 
for upon such hearing, and we can conceive of cases where the (, 
mission could, with complete propriety, refuse any evidence whate 
We insist that the language of the statute requiring the immeg; 
entry of the order as to routes, rates and differentials following , 
granting of the certificate of public convenience and necessity jg 
ambiguous, is not open to construction, is clearly consistent with , 
purpose and policy of Congress, as announced not only in the Status 
but in the committee reports, and must be carried out by the Comp; 
sion. We have pointed out that the Commission is given broad Authy, 
ity by subsequent hearing and by an unusual power to make an eq); 
able order upon such hearing to protect the rights of all interes 
parties. Since there is no constitutional objection_to this procegy, 
and even if there be a doubt in the mind of the Commission on 4; 
point, since the language of the statute is clear and the PUFpose , 
Congress is not open to question, it is the duty of the Commissio, J 
leave any such doubt to be determined by proper action in the courts 

The Mississippi Valley Association, by Cleveland A, Ng! 
ton, general. counsel, and Lachlan Macleay, secretary, Conteng 
that a certificate of convenience and necessity should be granty 
to the Inland Waterways Corporation upon its application wij, 


out hearing. Continuing, it says: 















We contend further that a fair interpretation of the act eq, 
templates that the Commission should determine as speedily as pq. 
sible, by such investigation as may satisfy itself, what through 
routes and joint rates as set forth in the petition of the Inlanj 
Waterways Corporation are in the public interest and what minimy, 
differentials between all-rail routes and joint routes in connectiq 
with said water service are reasonable, and that as soon as they 
facts have been determined, and a reasonable time given for the 
carriers to formulate rate sheets or tariffs, such joint rail-and-wate 
service should be made effective; that the carrier should immediatg 
be directed to determine if possible, by negotiation, an equitabj 
division of such joint differential rates, and failing therein, that such 
division should be determined by the Commission, and that immediately 
thereafter, and while the public is enjoying the benefits of such joint 
rail-and-water service, the Commission, upon complaint of any ca. 
rier, should give a full hearing upon any question involved in it 
original order affecting through routes, joint rates and differentia) 
under the provisions prescribed by the act, and if such complaining 
carrier, bearing the burden of proof, shall establish to the satisfac. 
tion of the Commission that its original order is in any wise up 
reasonable, then the Commission should grant relief as prayed and 
make such order retrocative. . 


The Inland Waterways Corporation, by Major General J 
A. Hull, general counsel, and Lieutenant Colonel W. C. Rigby, 
judge advocate, of counsel, in its brief, submits argument jp 
support of the following propositions: 


Congress clearly intended that the certificate of convenience and 
necessity issue as of course to the Inland Waterways Corporation 
upon its application; and that thereupon the Commission proceed at 
once, without any prior formal hearing, to direct the establishment of 
through routes and joint rates. 

The power to establish through routes and to fix joint rates to 
change present conditions and guide future action is a legislative 
power, and may be _ exercised, like other legislative powers, in the 
manner which the Congress may direct. There is no constitutional 
requirement of prior notice or hearing. 

The fact that Congress has seen fit not to require the Commission 
to hold a formal hearing before establishing the through routes and 
joint rates does not affect the valid delegation of the power. 

In any event, it is not within the proper province, either of the 
secretary of war and/or the officers acting under him in the ad- 
ministration of the Inland Waterways Corporation, nor of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission created by statute as the agent of 
the Congress in the exercise of this delegated legislative power, to 
question the validity or the constitutionality of the act of Congress 
under which they are directed to proceed. Any question of the power 
of Congress to enact this legislation lies outside of their provinces 
and within that of the judiciary. 

Immediate establishment of direct routes and joint rates can 
do no ultimate injury in any event, since the Inland Waterways 
Corporation consents that the Commission’s subsequent orders for 
divisions of rates may be made retroactive so as to relate back to 
the original effective date of the joint rates. 


George C. Lambert and A. C. Wiprud, for the Upper Mis- 
sissippi and St. Croix River Improvement Commission and a 
number of other upper river organizations, say that the inter- 
pretation placed upon the barge line act by the Association of 
Railway Executives would nullify the purpose Congress sought 
to accomplish in the enactment of the legislation. 

Alfred P. Thom and Alfred P. Thom, Jr., in their brief for 
the Association of Railway Executives, follow the oral argu- 
ment made by Mr. Thom, Sr., before the Commission October 
12. (See Traffic World, October 20.) 


IMPROVED HANDLING METHODS 


The committee on freight claim prevention of the freight 
claim division, and the committee on freight handling service, 
transportation division, of the American Railway Association, 
have been coordinated for the purpose of jointly considering 
improved methods and practices suggested for the handling of 
various commodities in carloads and less than carloads for the 
elimination of claim causes and for the improvement in loading, 
stowing and bracing methods. 

It is recommended, therefore, by the general committee, 
transportation division, that, as individual lines develop prac- 
tical methods for improvement in loading, stowing, or bracing, 
etc., they transmit them to the secretary of the transportation 
division for use in the work of formulating rules or recommended 
practices for issuance to member lines. The mechanical division 
will be consulted on matters.under consideration for improved 
methods of carload loading which involve safety to car and train 
or car construction. 























Novembe! 


— 
Lo: 


Cr 
(Dig: 


(Sup 
the carr 
fed and ' 
duty of s 
gon, T- é 

In a 
gonably 
upon thi 
review et 


(Su 
owner t 
pective 
tination 
of the ¢ 
purchas 
minal ¢ 
the orii 
the cal 
shippe! 
for the 
the shi 
provisi 
g.C. i 
loss” f 

ation | 
he wo 
and of 
and n¢ 
sum, | 
loss” 

Roe, 1] 


—— 


suin: 
dise 
his 

ship 
New 


ship 
silk 
not 
der 
live 
for 


goc 


weacgrtrcn 


































~and-watey 
MmMediately 
1 equitable 
, that Such 
M mediately 
Such joint 

any car. 
Ved in its 
ifferentiak 
om plaining 
> Satisfae. 
Wise un- 
rayed and 


oneral J 
>. Rigby, 
ment jp 


ence and 
rporation 
‘oceed at 
hment of 


rates to 
Sislative 
, in the 
itutional 


1mission 
ites and 


* of the 
the ad- 
> Inter- 
sent of 
wer, to 
ongress 
| power 
OVinces 


BS can 
2rways 
rs for 
ack to 


' Mis- 
ind a 
inter- 
on of 
ught 


f for 
argu: 
ober 


ight 
rice, 
ion, 
‘ing 
- of 
the 

ng, 





November 3, 1928 


Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





CARRIAGE OF LIVE STOCK 


(Supreme Court of Oklahoma.) A clause in a contract for 
the carriage of hogs, that the animals are to be loaded, watered, 
fed and cared for by the shipper, does not impose upon him the 
duty of sprinkling them, to keep down their temperature.—Atchi- 
son, T. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Krow, 270 Pac. Rep. 15. 

In a law action, where there is any competent evidence rea- 
sonably tending to support the judgment rendered, and based 
upon the verdict of the jury, the questions of fact will not be 
reviewed upon appeal.—Ibid: 


LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Florida.) Merchandise shipped by the 
owner thereof, “shipper’s order, notify,” from Florida to a pros- 
pective purchaser in Chicago, was wrongfully delivered at des- 
tination by the terminal carrier without requiring the surrender 
of the original bills of lading. The goods were delivered to the 
purchaser for whom they were destined, and to whom the ter- 
minal carrier was authorized to deliver them upon surrender of 
the original bills of lading, but, due to the wrongful delivery by 
the carrier without requiring surrender of bills ofJading, the 
shipper did not receive the price the purchaser was to pay him 
for the goods in Chicago, and upon the payment of which price 
the shipper would have suffered no loss. Held that, under the 
provisions of the Cummins Amendments of 1915 and 1916 (49 U. 
S. C. A., Sec. 20 (11)), providing for the recovery of “full actual 
loss” from the carrier, the shipper (there being no release valu- 
ation here involved) is entitled to recover the sum, with interest, 
he would have received had the carrier performed its contract, 
and of which he has been deprived by the carrier’s dereliction, 
and not the market value of the goods in Chicago, as the former 
sum, and not the latter value, represents the shipper’s “actual 
loss” under the circumstances.—Atlantic Coast Line Ry. Co. vs. 
Roe, 118 So. Rep. 155). 


. 





Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





e 


(Supreme Court, Trial Term, New York County.) Shipper, 
suing ocean carrier for damages for failure to deliver merchan- 
dise to destination, specifying shipment as dry goods, discharged 
his duty of notifying carrier of contents of shipment, though 
shipment included silks.—Reid vs. Luckenbach S. S. Co., 230 
New York Supplement 602. 

Rev. St. U. S., Sec. 4281 (46 U. S. C. A., Sec. 181), requiring 
shippers to disclose character and value of shipment containing 
silks, applies to liability of masters and owners as carriers, and 
not as bailees.—Ibid. 

Ocean carriers, intrusted with shipment as bailee, was un- 
der duty to explain disappearance of -goods, and failure to de- 
liver goods at destination made prima facie case of negligence 
for shipper.—Ibid. 

Where ocean carrier obtained marine insurance on dry 
goods at shipper’s request, and full value of shipment was there 
declared, shipper’s attention could have been called by carrier 
to necessity of paying higher freight rate on declared value, and 
in absence thereof, or offer of clear choice clause of rates, or 
filing of tariff indicating opportunity for choice, limiting car- 
rier’s liability under bills of lading, because no higher valuation 
was declared or extra freight paid, was inapplicable.—Ibid. 

In action by shipper against ocean carrier for damages for 
breach of contract of carriage in failing to deliver shipment to 
destination, in which clause limiting liability was inapplicable, 
shipper was entitled to judgment for value of shipment, less dif- 
ference between freight paid and ad valorem freight rate on 
valued shipments.—Ibid. 


MOTOR V-KHICLE TAX CASE 


The Court of Chancery of New Jersey, in Weimar Storage 
Co. vs. Dill, and other cases consolidated with it, has held 
unconstitutional a New Jersey statute that provided for the 
taxation of motor vehicle common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce and operating between fixed termini or over 
a regular route, according to a bulletin sent to members by 
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John E. Benton, general solicitor of the National Association 
of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners. Summarizing the 
opinion, Mr. Benton said: 


The statute laid a tax of three-fourths of a cent for each half 
mile so operated over the highway “as an excise on the use of such 
highways.’ The defendant Dill is commissioner of motor vehicles. 
By the statute it is made his duty to suspend the registration of 
any motor vehicle operator taxable under the act who fails to pay 
the tax provided. The various complainants failed to pay the tax and 
sought to enjoin suspension of their registration. 

The court, on authority of Kane vs. New Jersey, 242 U. S. 160, 
and Clark vs. Poor, 274 U. S. 554, held that it would be lawful for a 
state “‘to charge a fair and reasonable fee for the use of its high- 
ways, when such charges is imposed upon all users.”’ 

As to freight carrying trucks, the court said: ‘‘So far as concerns 
those complainants engaged in the business of carrying property and 
not passengers, the argument is not available to defendant that there 
is other legislation exacting substantially similar revenue for high- 
way purposes from intrastate users; there is no such legislation. In 
the case, therefore, of Weimar Trucking Co., and the twenty-two 
other complainants in the consolidated cause, the statute must he 
held unconstitutional and hence invalid, as imposing a tax upon 
an incident of interstate commerce. Those complainants are en- 
titled to decree for injunction.”’ 

It was claimed by the attorney general (doubtless upon the 
authority of Interstate Busses vs. Blodgett, decided by the United 
States Supreme Court and referred to in my Bulletin No. 23-1928), 
that as to passenger busses the state statute could not be held un- 
constitutional because under another statute intrastate passenger 
busses were taxed five per cent of their gross receipts ‘‘for revenue 
for use of the streets.’’ The court said it need not determine the 
question thus presented, for the reason that it held the statute un- 
constitutional on another ground, viz., that “the suspension * * * 
of the registration license of the carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce would deprive them of the right to: carry on their business 
through this state.’’ The court said: ‘“‘A state may not, even as 
a means of enforcing the payment of a lawful tax, enact that for 
the non-payment of such lawful tax the right of a person engared 
in interstate commerce to transact such interstate commerce within 
the state shall be forfeited.’’ 

The court said the statute was unconstitutional on another 
ground, also, because it selected common carriers only for taxation, 
leaving contract and other motor carriers untaxed, and because, 
as between common carriers, it taxed only those operating ‘‘between 
fixed termini or over a regular route.”’ 


MAIL AND MOTOR VEHICLES 


A new national legislative issue will face the motor bus 
industry if Congress takes up proposals of Post Office Depart- 
ment officials for legislation providing that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall fix the rates of pay for transportation 
of mail by motor vehicle if the Postmaster-General and a motor 
carrier in any case do not agree as to rates, according to John 
M. Meighan, of the bus division of the American Automobile 


Association. 

It is pointed out that the Postmaster-General, in his last 
annual report, recommended legislation along the lines indicated. 
Referring to a bill designed to give effect to the recommend- 
tions of the Postmaster-General, Mr. Meighan says: 


From the above it would seem that the proposed legislation would 
only apply to interstate transportation of mail but inasmuch as the 
postage and transportation of all mail is under the jurisdiction of 
the federal government and further, that most of the transportation 
of mail by motor bus is in intrastate service, it is not unreasonable 
to believe that Congress, if it enacts any legislation, will lay down 
a rule which will apply to all mail carriage by motor bus whether 
by interstate or by intrastate carriers. 

There is some question whether the courts would uphold an 
arbitrary declaration by Congress that ‘‘all common carriers by motor 
vehicle engaged: in interstate transportation operating on the public 
highways are hereby required to transport such mail matter as 
may be offered for transportation by the United States in the manner, 
under the conditions, and with the service prescribed by the post- 
master general * *.*’? for, while the designation ‘‘common carrier’ 
covers a lot of latitude, it is doubtful whether it could be made to 
cover mail and express transportation in the case of a motor bus 
operator who obtains and operates under a certificate providing only 
for the common carriage of passengers. 

There are a number of fine points of law such as the foregoing 
to be considered in the enactment of legislation for the regulation 
of mail transportation by bus which the motor bus division’s legis- 
lative committee will have to delve into in its study of the matter. 
Considering the rate at which the highway mail transportation serv- 
ice is growing there is no doubt in the mind of anybody who is 
familiar with the situation that the recommendation of the post- 
master general is going to receive serious attention in congressional 
circles as soon as the political dust clouds have settled. 

A great many bus operators in different sections of the country 
have found it a very profitable proposition to carry mail under con- 
tract with the post office department and some of these have ex- 
pressed the opinion that such service should be regulated. Whether 
they and all of the other operators concerned would be willing to 
subscribe to such an arbitrary recommendation as the postmaster 
general advances is something which the division’s legislative com- 
mittee must ascertain before it plans any action. 





MOTOR VEHICLE LEGISLATION 


Efforts are being made to bring about agreement as to pro- 
posed motor bus regulation legislation among the steam and 
electric railroads, the bus operators represented by the bus divi- 
sion of the American Automobile Association, the state commis- 
sions and bus manufacturers, to the end that these interests may 
unite in advocating enactment of legislation at the coming ses- 
sion ‘of Congress. 

With the exception of the manufacturers, the interests men- 
tioned are in favor of the Parker bus bill that was considered 
by the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce at’ 
the last session of Congress. Conferences have been held by 
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representatives of the railroads, steam and electric, the. bus 
operators and the manufacturers, but it is understood that an 
agreement as to proposed legislation has not been reached. 
Other conferences are to be held before the beginning of the 
session of Congress in December. 

The question of bringing about an agreement was discussed 
last week at Detroit in connection with the meeting of the motor 
transportation division of the American Railway Association. 
Following that discussion a conference was held this week in 
Washington and decision: was made to hold another conference 
later. 


OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo markets have strengthened substantially in the 
last week, not only holding the advances made previously but, 
in many instances, rising to new high rate levels for recent 
months. The increases apply, not only to vessels for loading 
in the immediate future, but also for space in December, Janu- 
ary and February. The firmer tone in the charter market has 
also made it possible for regular liners to increase their rates 
on grain, and assists them materially in solving problems which 
exist in several freight conferences, such as intercoastal and 
trans-Atlantic. 

Freight brokers are recalling their statements several weeks 
ago that shippers should cover their commitments at the rates 
then prevailing, which were considerably below existing levels. 
At this time they are urging shipowners not to raise their rates 
to abnormal levels, pointing out that this will curtail shipments 
abroad and thus destroy the foundation of the present market. 


Charters in the heavy grain markets are now paying as follows: 
From Montreal November loading, 3s 9d to 4s to the United Kingdom, 
17 to 18 cents to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 18 to 19 cents to Hamburg- 
Bremen, and 21 to 22 cents to the Mediterranean; from Atlantic ports 
for November, December and January loading, 3s 6d to the United 
Kingdom, 15 cents to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 16 cents to Hamburg- 
Bremen, and 18 to 19 cents to the Mediterranean; rates from St. 
John average one cent more; from the Gulf for December, January, 
February loading, 4s to the United Kingdom, 18 cents to Antwerp- 
0 te peony 19 cents to Hamburg-Bremen, and 22 cents to the Med- 
terranean. 


A vessel has been fixed for coal from Hampton Roads to the 
River Plate at $3.65 a ton, a substantial increase over previous 
fixtures. Lumber business is also strong. 

The River Plate and Brazil Conference announce the follow- 
ing rate changes, effective October 30, 1928: 


River Plate—Cabinets, medicine, 4th class; paper tubes, N. O. S., 
$13.50 w/m; rice, rate extended to June 30, 1929, $10 wt. freight steam- 
ers, $11 wt. passenger steamers. 

Brazil—The present flour rates extended through June 30, 1929, 
except to Rio and Santos these rates will be $10 wt. freight steamers, 
$11 wt. passenger steamers. 

Far East—Locomotives changed to read, locomotives, steam and 
electric. Locomotive boilers and parts, N. O. S., open rates. Loco- 
motives, gasoline, $9 w/m 2,240 pounds. 


The following changes in conference rates are also an- 
nounced: 


Great Britain and Ireland—New contract rates have been estab- 
lished as follows: Camp chair and camp stools, in crates, 20 cents 
per cubic foot. Glass covers for electric meters, in barrels or cases 
$1.50 per 100 pounds. Ice cream freezers, $1.20 per 100 pounds ex- 
tended through December 31, 1929. 

Spanish Mediterranean—At meeting of the Gulf-Mediterranean 
@onference rate of $12 per ton of 2,240 pounds, or 40 cubic feet, ship’s 
option, was established on cereals in cases to Spanish Mediterranean 
ports. A surcharge of 7 gold pesetas per 100 kilos is now levied on 
wheat imported into Spain in order to stabilize the market and to 
meet the expenses of the government in its program of aiding Span- 
ish wheat producers. This surcharge may be suppressed at any time, 
and is not to be collected on shipments awaiting clearance, or which 
have already left their point of origin with a consular visa of a date 
prior to the publication of this decree. 

Montevideo and Buenos Aires—Rate on printing paper for entire 
year of 1929 to Montevideo and Buenos Aires will be continued at $8 


per ton of 2,240 pounds. 
Venezuela and Guiana—Ocean rate on lard, in tins or pails 40 
pounds and under to Maracaibo is 35 cents each. 


Far East Rate Adjustment 


Final details of the agreement among lines engaged in New 
York-Calcutta trade were settled last week and for the first time 
since the rate war began on January 1 peace actually reigns 
in the trade. Contracts now are being made for 1929. 

Under the agreement the American India Line of the Ship- 
ping Board will operate twelve sailings a year from Calcutta 
directly to United States north Atlantic ports; the Isthmian 
Line six, the Cunard Line twenty and the Ellerman Line thirty- 
four. The first two represent the American tonnage, the latter 
British. 

The principal commodities in the trade from Calcutta are 
jute and burlap, and the rate on the former will, for the first 
six months of 1929, be $7 a ton, on the latter $7.50. For the 
second six months of 1929 rates on jute will be $8 a ton, burlap 
$8.50. As a result of the trade fight, rates were driven down 
to $4 a ton. 

The rate war was precipitated by the Roosevelt Line, oper- 
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ators of the Shipping Board’s India service, following its failure 
to obtain a share of the jute and burlap. 

Under the new agreement all four lines are assured fy) 
cargoes. The two British lines will work under a pooling ary. 
rangement. The American lines will operate independently of 
the pool, due to opposition of James A. Farrell, president of 
the United States Steel Corporation, operators of the Isthmian 
Line. The Shipping Board reserves the right to enter the poo} 
within six months. 

Previous to the rate war the Cunard Line operated twenty. 
four sailings a year out of Calcutta to New York. It gave up 
four sailings. 


Shippers Uphold Split Deliveries 


The Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York has sent out 
notice to its 200 corporation members, urging them to attend 
the United States Shipping Board hearing set for November 7 
at 47 Broadway, and stressing the probable injury to eastern 
business should the board abolish “split deliveries.” 

Steamship lines have not signified their stand at the hear- 
ing, but previously non-conference and conference lines were 
believed on opposite sides. Conference lines, which includes the 
Shipping Board lines, would like a higher rate on split deliv- 
eries, while non-conference lines, which include the Isthmian 
Steamship Company and the Argonaut Steamship Company, will 
handle split deliveries at the rate which governs the whole cargo. 

The case dates to November, 1927, when certain intercoastal 
carriers which had been making carload rates from Eastern ports 
to Pacific Coast ports on a fixed minimum carload weight for 
whole delivery, began to make the rate applicable on the same 
minimum to be “split delivered” at two or more ports without 
additional charges. 

F. A. Parker, traffic manager of the Columbia Mills and 
chairman of the conference committee in charge of the fight 
for retention of the split delivery practice, says: 


This was a step toward so-called less carload service at carload 
rates. Other lines followed suit, the Associated Jobbers of Los An- 
geles, followed by the San Francisco and Seattle Chamber of Com- 
merce, complained to the United States Shipping Board that the split 
delivery practice was “illegal and unfair.’’ Shippers paying their own 
freight charges find split delivery advantageous and intervened 
against the complaint. 


The first hearing was held by the shipping Board in San 
Francisco October 15. The next and final hearing will be held 
here on November 7. The defendant in the case, with other com- 
panies, is the Argonaut Steamship Line. The petitioners claim 
split delivery violates the shipping act. The independent non- 
conference lines started it and the conference steamship lines 
were forced to follow suit. 


Intercoastal Outlook 


Prospects for rehabilitation of the United States Intercoast- 
al Conference have been improved by the outcome of recent ne- 
gotiations for the maintenance of eastbound lumber rates at 
$14 a thousand feet through November and December. Main- 
ténance of the rate has now been assured, and it is expected the 
same rate will prevail through January. Consequently, all of the 
lines are now in a better position, and it is expected that the 
coming week will see definite progress made toward cooperation 
among all of the lines in the Westbound trade, as well as among 
the Gulf-Pacific group. 

Eastern representatives of the lumber carrying lines were 
startled last week when they learned that the Eastbound Lumber 
Conference was contemplating a reduction of the rate for Nov- 
ember and December and registered an immediate protest with 
the result that the $14 rate was continued through November and 
December and the twelve day notice clause was revoked, thus 
giving greater security against sudden changes. 

It is alleged that the proposed reduction of the rate was dic- 
tated by the lumber mill group, which has been at a disadvantage 
in competition with the independents who have operated with 
smaller overhead charges. The latter, however, would have been 
hard hit by a reduction of the rates, because large stocks of lum- 
ber held at Atlantic ports had been shipped at the higher rate 
and could not be disposed of without heavy loss in the event that 
the rate was cut enabling the mill group to reduce prices. 

The proposed reduction also would have been a hard blow 
to the lumber carriers. Individual losses of these lines would 
have ranged from $20,000 to $30,000 a month and the total would 
have run well up into the millions in the course of a year. 

As indicated previously, it is anticipated that the Panama 
Pacific Line will withdraw its resignation from the conference 
which was to have become effective this week. Officials of the 
line have indicated that they will not stand in the way of 
strengthening of the conference through revision of the pooling 
plan and adoption of other measures meeting the demands of 
the member lines. 

Organization of a tripartite conference in the Gulf Pacific 
trade progressed to the point where an announcement is momen- 
tarily expected that the association would start to function as of 
November 1. Most of the details are said to have been agreed 
on and concerted action has been taken by the three lines — 
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Be “THE BIG SMOKE’ is one of the fleet 
—_ of 61 named Pennsylvania freight trains that 
have set remarkable records for regularity 
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cargoes from the Sunny South 


HE late Sir Walter Raleigh will 
be remembered as the big- 
hearted gentleman who cast his cloak 
over a mud puddle so that Queen 
Elizabeth might cross on dry land. 
Magnificent though this gesture was, 
it is transcended in importance by 
another of Sir Walter’s accomplish- 
ments. This was the introduction to 
the white man of the pleasure of 
smoking. : 
Since then tobacco has taken the 
world by storm, or perhaps by smoke. 


And in order to satisfy the wide de- 
mand for the “weed” it is grown in 
many. places throughout America. 

A heavy volume of tobacco prod- 
ucts from Virginia and North Carolina 
and merchandise and produce from 
the South Atlantic States as well 
travels on “The Big Smoke.” And 
every day at a regular hour this train 
pulls out of Columbus, Ohio, bound 
for Chicago. 

During its run to the “Windy City,” 


“The Big Smoke” is governed by a set 
schedule. And over a long period of time 
this schedule has been maintained regu- 
larly and dependably. Many months of 
reliable on time performance have estab- 
lished “The Big Smoke” as a favorite 
train with shippers of goods to the 
Chicago District. 


* * s 


Vigilant train crews, cooperating with 
hundreds of men at all points zlong the 
route, have piloted this train through on 
time. To their efforts is due the out- 
standing record for prompt arrival that - 
“‘The Big Smoke” has established. 


Here are some other Pennsylvania freight trains whose regular on schedule performances have earned them distinctive names: 


‘*THE EAGLE” 
Perishable—Merchandise 
Cleveland to Seaboard Cities 


PENNSYLVANIA R 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 


“THE RENOWN” 
Perishable—Merchandise 
Louisville to Chicago 


“THE ARROW”’ 
Perishable—Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Detroit 


AITLROAD 
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Luckenbach, Redwood and Gulf Pacific—to advance a number of 
west-bound rates effective November 1 to December 31. 

The Transmarine Line, it is reported, will not be a party to 
the new conference, which is described as being along “formal 
but liberal” lines. The organization will be -compact, presuma- 
bly with a salaried chairman or secretary. Penalties will be 
provided for violations. On the other hand, provision is made for 
independent action by the individual lines after certain condi- 
tions are complied with. 

Among the items advanced as of November 1 are the follow- 
ing: 

Blocks, wooden, auto shipping, from 40 to 45 cents per 100 pounds; 
canned goods, 35 to 45 cents; carbon black, C. L., $1 to $1.25, and 
L. C. L., $1.50 to $2; excelsior, 50 to 80 cents; sisal in bales (does not 
affect import on through bales), 60 to 70 cents; stoves, heaters, ranges, 
etc. (item No. G-2085), 65 to 70 cents; pine oil only (permitted to mix 
with items No. G-4255 and G-3540, as the respective C. L. rates on 
each commodity), 50 to 75 cents; oil, petroleum and products, wax, 
paraffin, 40 to 45 cents; bags, paper, including shopping bags, 40 to 
50 cents; rice, 35.to 40 cents; rosin (minimum, 24,000 pounds), re- 
duced from 37% to 35 cents until November 14, and increased there- 
after to 40:cents; oyster shells (minimum, 24,000 pounds), 20 to 25 
cents; turpéntine, 60 to 70 cents. The present rates on a number 
of other items were extended for the same period. 

The Consul General of Hungary in New York has advised 
the Merchants’ Association that the Hungarian customs autho- 
rities have noticed that shippers frequently omit to inclose a 
declaration with the bill of lading for merchandise exported to 
or in transit through Hungary. The custom authorities require 
that this declaration be inclosed. The declaration made out and 
signed by the shipper should contain the following data: Name 
of the shipper and the consignee, the country of origin and 
where the merchandise was purchased (commercial origin), the 
number of the packages, description of the wrapping, quantity 
and value of the merchandise .and its commercial denomination. 
The legalization of these declarations is not necessary as they 
are for customs purposes only. 

Complaint by the Philadelphia Ocean Traffic Bureau that 
the American West Africa Line has proposed to eliminate calls 
at that port unless it is assured of more cargo has been followed’ 
by a report that the bureau intends to give its support to the new* 
West African Line being organized by A. L. Burbank & Co. 

New Orleans importers of jute products from Calcutta are 
assured that there is no basis for apprehension that higher rates 
will be charged on shipments to the Gulf than to North Atlantic 
ports. The agreements between the Shipping Board, the Isth- 
mian Line and the foreign flag lines in this trade, provides for 
party of rates to North Atlantic and Gulf ports. The agreement 
is to come before the Shipping Board for approval at its meet- 
ing this week. 


INTERCOASTAL CONFERENCE 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


The withdrawal of the Williams Line from the U. S. Inter- 
coastal Conference on December 2 was announced by George 
Williams, president of the company, who, in a statement ex- 
plaining his action, sharply criticized the practices of some of 
the member lines and the pooling arrangement under which 
the “B and C lines share in the revenues of the A lines.” 

Coming at a time when the structure of the conference is 
none too firm, the resignation of the Williams Line will, it is 
feared in some quarters, result in a dissolution of the con- 
ference ang a resultant rate war, with every intercoastal car- 
rier quoting individual rates to attract cargoes. 

The main reason given for this step was dissatisfaction 
with the division of pooled receipts under the agreement which 
became effective in August, 1927. Action of one of the major 
lines in recently chartering outside tonnage for eastbound traffic 
when plenty of conference tonnage was available also was criti- 
cized, as were the preferential arrangements alleged to have 
been made by the A lines in connection with westbound pipe 
shipments. The demand of the A lines for an increased service 
charge also was declared to have been unfair. 

The Panama Pacific Line, according to the statement issued 
by Mr. Williams, appears to be definitely out of the conference 
as of November 1. Status of the other lines of the conference 
group is not definitely known, but it is understood that the with- 
drawal of the resignation of the Transmarine Line was con- 
ditional on certain changes being made in the present conference 
agreement. 

The statement recites the history of the conference dating 
back to the Hot Springs, Ark., meeting in January, 1927, when 
the pooling plan was formulated, under which the A lines were 
to retain $4 a ton out of their receipts as a service premium, 
the remainder going into the pool, with the full earnings of 
the B and C lines, the total to be divided among the lines in 
accordance with the tonnage carried by them. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The following agreements filed in accordance with section 
15 of the shipping act were approved by the Shipping Board 
October 30: 
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American-Hawaiian S. S. Co. with Los Angeles S. S. Co. ang 
Baltimore & Carolina S. S. Co.: Covers through shipments from Say 
Diego to ports of call of the Baltimore & Carolina S. S. Co., with 
transhipment at. Los Angeles Harbor and Charleston, S. C. Through 
rates are to be based on rates from San Diego to Charleston, shown 
in United States Intercoastal Conference Eastbound Maximum Tariff 
applicable from_San Diego to Charleston, plus rates of Baltimore ¢ 
Carolina S. S. Co. to destination. Los Angeles S. S. Co. will receive 
as its proportion 17% cents when the rate from San Diego to Charles. 
ton is 59 cents or less per 100 pounds and 25 cents when such rate 
is 60 cents or more per 100 pounds. Out of its proportion the Los 
Angeles S. S. Co. will absorb wharfage charges on its Los Angeles 
Harbor pier and cost of transfer to intercoastal carriers’ pier. The 
American-Hawaiian S. Co. will assume wharfage and handling 
charges on its own pier at Los Angeles Harbor. Cost of transfer at 
Charleston will be borne by the Baltimore & Carolina S. S. Co. Thig 
agreement is proposed to supersede an arrangement between the same 
carriers approved by the board March 13, 1928, covering through 
shipments to Miami only. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with Linea Sud-Americana, 
Ine.: Covers through shipments of tobacco and coffee from Porto 
Rico to Buenos Aires, Rosario and Montevideo via New York, Linea 
Sud-Americana receiving its full local rate and the New York & 
Porto Rico S. S. Co. the balance of the through rate, the cost of 
transfer being absorbed by the latter carrier. : 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with Nippon Yusen Kaisha: 
Through billing arrangement covering movement of rice and beans 
from Japan to Porto Rico, the New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. to 
receive its full local rate and Nippon Yusen Kaisha the remainder of 
the through rate, the latter absorbing cost of transfer at New York. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with Oriole Lines: Through 
billing arrangement covering traffic from Porto Rico to designated 
ports in the United Kingdom and Ireland, the trans-Atlantic carrier 
to receive as it proportion three-sevenths of the through rate, the New 
York & Porto Rico’S. S. Co. the remainder, out of which it is to 
absorb cost of transfer at New York. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co, with Osaka Shosen Kaisha: 
Arrangement covering through movement of rice and beans from 
Japan to Porto Rico, the Osaka Shosen Kaisha absorbing out of the 
through rate the full local rate of the Porto Rico Line and cost of 
transfer at New York. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with Spanish Royal Mail 
Line: Through billing arrangement covering movement of shipments 

*between Porto Rico and Spanish sports via New York, the through 
axate to be apportioned on the basis of three-sevenths to the Spanish 
‘Line and four-sevenths to the Porto Rico Line, which absorbs the 


?cost of transfer. 


The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with United Fruit Co.: 
Covers shipments of clothing from Porto Rico to Cartagena, .Colombia, 
via New York on a combination of local rates, plus cost of transfer. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S. Co. with Ybarra Line: Arrange- 
ment covering movement of shipments on through bills of lading 
between Italian and Spanish ports and Porto Rico via New York, the 
through rate to be apportioned on the basis of three-sevenths to 
Ybarra Line and four-sevenths to Porto Rico Line, which absorbs 
cost of transfer. 

The New York & Porto Rico S. S}:Co. with American Merchant 
Lines: Through billing arrangement covering traffic between Porto 
Rico and London via New York, the through rate to be apportioned 
three-sevenths to the American Merchant Lines and four-sevenths 
to the Porto Rico Line, which absorbs the cost of transfer. 

_ Osaka Shosen Kaisha with Gulf Pacific Line, Luckenbach Steam- 
ship Company, Inc., Nelson Steamship Company and Williams Steam- 
ship Company, Inc.: Covers movement of shipments on through bills 
of lading from Orient to Atlantic and Gulf ports at direct line rates, 
which are to be apportioned equally after deduction of cost of tran- 
shipping at Seattle or San Francisco, subject to minimum proportion 
of $4.50 per ton to intercoastal carfier. 

Java-Pacific Line with Panama Mail Steamship Company: Through 
billing arrangement covering shipments between Dutch East Indies, 
Straits Settlements, Manila, Hong Kong and other Oriental ports and 
West Coast ports of Mexico, Central and South America, Canal Zone, 
Caribbean Sea ports and Havana on combination of local rates, except 
when direct line competition necessitates through rates based on 
direct lines’ rates. The through rates and transfer and terminal 
charges at San Francisco or Los Angeles are to be apportioned equally 
between the lines. 

New York & Porto Rico Steamship Company with American 
Diamond Lines: Through billing arrangement on ‘traffic from Rotter- 
dam to Porto Rico at rates based on direct line rates which are to 
be apportioned three-sevenths to the trans-Atlantic line and four- 
sevenths to the Porto Rico Line, the latter absorbing cost of transfer 
at New York. : 

New York & Porto Rico Steamship Company with Bristol Line: 
Covers through shipments from Porto Rico to Bristol at direct line 
rates, which are apportioned three-seventh to Bristol Line and four- 


‘ sevenths to Porto Rico Line, the latter absorbing cost of transfer at 


New York. 

New York & Porto Rico Steamship Company with Ellerman’s 
Wilson Line: Covers through shipments between Hull and Porto Rico 
via New York at direct line rates, of which the trans-Atlantic carrier 
receives three-sevenths and the Porto Rico Line four-sevenths, the 
latter absorbing cost of transfer at New York. 


SHIP OPERATION AGREEMENTS 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Revision of the terms and conditions under which Shipping 
Board operators operate the government ships and are paid, to 
the end that the responsibilities of the operators will be greatly 
increased, the supervisory forces of the Merchant Fleet Cor- 
poration reduced, and the government’s losses on account of 
ship operations substantially reduced probably will be made ef- 
fective by the board in the near future. Estimates as to savings 
that may be made effective under the revision run as high as 
$5,000,000 a year. 

The managing agency agreements under which the Shipping 
Board through the Fleet Corporation has indirectly operated the 
government merchant marine, except the United States Lines, 
which is a government organization, have been revised from 
time to time. At one time all operators were paid on the basis 
of a straight percentage of gross revenues. Changes have been 
made in that plan, although the operators are still paid on a per- 
centage basis. 
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BUSY, FASCINATING 


SanDiego 


California ‘ 


Mild, balmy breezes from warm currents in 
the blue Pacific bring temperate ‘‘springtime’’ 
days to San Diego—the year ‘round. Here, winter 
brings no freezing temperatures, no extra fuel 
and labor bills, no slowing up of production and 
shipping schedules, no winter inconveniences or 
annoyances. Every day is a day for the en- 
joyment of' swimming, yachting, motoring, motor 
boating. 

Here the thermometer varies only 12° between 
January and July. No wonder this is one of 
the fastest growing sections in the World! No 
wonder San Diego has doubled in population in 
the last seven years—opening up attractive ship- 
ping, manufacturing and business opportunities 
which merit your investigation. 

Why not combine business with pleasure by 
spending a few days in San Diego this winter? 
You'll be refreshed by the change from an 
every day routine of things. You'll get a new 
business outlook—and you'll enjoy seeing the 
colorful local beach and mountain resorts, quaint 
Old Mexico nearby, world-famous Balboa Park, 
the Old Missions, the Spanish lighthouse and 
hundreds of other interesting things of ancient 
and modern hue. Thousands upon thousands of 
families make a practice of coming to this pic- 
turesque city of health, beauty, business progress, 
romance and play—every winter. 


INDUSTRIAL DEPARTMENT 
Chamber of Commerce 
754 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 


Business Executives: 


Send for an interesting Re- 
port—revealing local and Pa- 

cific sy a ——. 

charts. o obligation. Write 

Free to Industrial Development 
* Dept., 754 Chamber of Com- 


tiy' merce Bldg., San Diego, 
es \ Calif. 
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YEAR ’ROUND 
SPORTS & SHIPPING 
SCENES 


On the balmy shores of 
beautiful San Diego Bay. 
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DON’T FORGET 









Championship Speedboat Races on San Diego Bay, December 15th and 16th, 
and the San Diego $2,500 Open Golf Tournament, January 4th, 5th and 6th. 
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Ist. It is the logical approach to the vast 
Southwest Empire. 









2nd. It is the logical outlet for the manufac- 
turer and shipper of the Southwest 





3rd. It has the facilities for prompt handling 
of any kind of merchandise. 






Ath. Its rail facilities are such as to afford 
substantial rate advantages. 
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Eighteen railroads pull in and out of Houston 
covering every TEXAS common point and 
points in 
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Learn more about this Port. Send for FREE 
copy of the 


PORT BOOK 


It contains information you are deeply 
interested in. 
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DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


5th floor, Courthouse 
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Officials of the Fleet Corporation, including J. Caldwell 
Jenkins, vice-president for administration, have for months been 
working on a revision of the operating agreement. General A. 
C. Dalton, vice-president and general manager of the Fleet Cor- 
poration, and Mr. Jenkins have submitted to the board a revision 
with the object of bringing about the results indicated herein- 
before. 


Alternative plans have been submitted. One is called the 
lump-sum plan and the other the profit-sharing plan. Details of 
the plans have not been made public but it is understood that, 
under the lump-sum plan, the operator would be paid a lump-sum 
on an annual basis. He would operate the ships just as if they 
were his own. The Shipping Board would maintain an inspection 
service to make certain that the ships were being kept in good 
condition and that the service was what it should be. The lump- 
sum payment in each case would be based on the present results 
of operation, and provision would be made for readjustments at 
certain intervals. Under the profit-sharing plan, it is under- 
stood, the operator would be allowed a certain amount for each 
voyage for overhead expense; there would be fixed a definite 
percentage on gross revenues to be paid the operator, and there 
would also be an arrangement under which the operator would 
participate in the operating costs. Under this plan, it is con- 
tended, increase in gross revenue and decrease in costs would 
increase the earnings of the operator, 


The Shipping Board, in the last ten years, it is pointed out, 
has built up an organization of experienced operators under the 
American flag. It has gradually consolidated lines and has sold 
a number of lines. It now has fourteen private American steam- 
ship companies acting as operators of its lines. It is contended 
that the point has now been reached where, until the board is 
able to transfer all the lines to private ownership, the board may 
“cash in” on the experience of its operators, as well as its own 
as the result of the years of supervising the operation of its 
lines, by making the operators responsible for the operation of 
the ships under terms and conditions that will reduce expenses 
and enable the board to reduce substantially its supervisory 
forces. One purpose of the proposed revisions is to permit elimi- 
nation of duplication of services that exists because of the extent 
to which the Fleet Corporation has been required to supervise 
operators. If the revisions contemplated become effective, it is 
believed that it will be necessary for the Fleet Corporation to 
have only an inspection department and an auditing department. 
It is contended that, under the plans proposed, the operator 
would be guaranteed against out-of-pocket loss and have the op- 
portunity of increasing his earnings. 


SHIP CONSTRUCTION LOANS 


Sufficient time, in the opinion of the Shipping Board, has 
not yet elapsed since the enactment of the merchant marine 
act of 1928 to “allow of an accurate appraisal of the full effect 
of the beneficial provisions of the law upon the new construction 
situation.” 


“Probably another full year will be required for the full 
story to be told,” says the board, adding that it is possible only 
to state the stimulating effect of the law to date and to rec- 
ognize the factors that will influence the course of events in 
the next year. 


Two loans have been made to the American Line Steamship 
Corporation in aid of the construction of the Virginia and a 
sister ship as yet unnamed. Four loans, the first for ships to 
be used in the overseas foreign trade, to the Export Steamship 
Corporation, have been authorized. These loans will be in aid 
of construction of four combination passenger and cargo vessels. 
As to the outlook for the future, the borad says: 


At the present time four other loan projects are in course of 
negotiation. The policy of the board is to regard all details of new 
construction projects as confidential until loans are formally approved 
or until the applicants make the information public of their own 
accord. It is therefore not possible at this time to give any details 
of the three projects above referred to. Suffice it to say that 7 
ships are involved in the three projects. 


Generally speaking, the conditions of all loans authorized and 
contemplated are about the same. The amount of each loan is three- 
fourths of the cost of construction of the vessel to which it re- 
lates; repayment of the loan in twenty years is provided for; interest 
is at the minimum rates provided by law; the borrower must put up 
this one-fourth before any money is advanced to him from the loan 
fund; the ships must remain under the American flag and the bor- 
rower must remain a legal citizen of the United States until the 
loan is repaid. 


From the course of events to date, it may safely be concluded 
that the vessels built with the aid of construction loans will be, 
almost without exception, of the combination passenger and cargo 
type, of intermediate size and with speeds of from 13 to 20 knots. 
They will be modern and efficient and designed especially for the 
trade routes in which they will be operated. 


The projects acted upon and now being considered represent but 
a fraction of the number expected to be advanced during the next 
year or two. The postal authorities are carrying out the program of 
contracts with commendable promptness, and nearly every contract 
must, by its nature, result in new construction. The ball has started 
rolling, and is gathering momentum, and there is every indication 
that another few years will find the American merchant marine 
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equipped with an adequate fleet of modern, efficient ships plying 
profitably on the essential trade routes built up by the shipping board 


BOARD SELLS VESSELS 


Sale of the vessel Chantier to Ole Froiland, of New York, 
a Norwegian citizen, for operation under the Norwegian flag, 
was authorized by the Shipping Board October 30. The purchage 
price is $34,000 cash. After taking on cargo of either grain, 
coal or scrap iron from an American port, it will be provideg 
in the contract of sale that the vessel shall not operate to oy 
from ports of the United States. It will be used in the White 
Sea and Baltic Sea commerce. 

In the period March to June, 1926, the Chantier was utilizeq 
by Commander Richard E. Byrd as a supply ship in connection 
with his expedition to the North Pole. Aside from that operg. 
tion, however, the vessel has been in lay-up continually since 
1921 and on two occasions when the Shipping Board attempteq 
to sell her for private American operation, the purchasers offer. 
ing to buy the vessel defaulted in their payments and the Chan. 
tier was returned to the board. The ship is a typical medium. 
sized laker of 3,600 deadweight tons. It is equipped with triple 
expansion engines of 1,200 I. H. P. and two Scotch boilers. The 
speed is 9144 knots. The price obtained under this sale is $1,009 
above the basic sales price quoted by the board. 

Sale of the vessels Havilah and Haynie for $25,000 cash 
each to the Hammond Lumber Company of San Francisco was 
also approved by the board. The contract of sale will specify 
that after one voyage to the Far East, the vessels shall be 
scrapped. These ships are of 9,400 deadweight tons each and 
have been in lay-up on the Pacific coast. They constitute part 
of the residue of twelve vessels left from the sale of the Ameri- 
can Oriental Mail Line, the Oregon Oriental Line and the Amer. 
ican Australia Orient Line. Three others of this group have 
been sold, leaving seven still in the possession of the board, 
awaiting sale. 


PORT FOURTH SECTION CASE 


In behalf of itself and Merchants’ Association of New York, 
Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, New Jersey Indus- 
trial Traffic League, Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, Newark 
Chamber of Commerce and the Queensboro Chamber of Con- 
merce, the Port of New York Authority has filed a brief in 
opposition to the grant of fourth section relief as requested in 
application No. 2040 and others filed by central and western 
Trunk Line tariff publishing agents, on export and import rates 
from and to south Atlantic and Gulf ports. New York and the 
other eastern interests represented oppose the relief, on the 
ground that the existing adjustment, whereby the southern ports 
have as low rates from central authority as the north Atlantic 
ports on a considerable traffic, is unduly preferential of the 
Gulf and south Atlantic ports. 

The Port Authority points out that the central territory 
lines do not approve the applications that were made in their 
behalf years ago and it contends that without the consent of 
the central territory lines the adjustment proposed cannot be 
made, lawfully. It asserts that inasmuch as the central terri- 
tory lines have refused to join in the proposed adjustment there 
is no ground upon which four section relief can be founded 
from points east of the Chicago-Indianapolis-Cincinnati line. 

New York also contends there is a jurisdictional infirmity in 
that the applicants have not shown that the proposed rates would 
be reasonably compensatory for the service to be performed 
from the more distant points at rates lower than those from 
the less distant points. Therefore, it contends, that the appli- 
cants have not made out a special case, such as required by 
the section as a prerequisite. 

The Traffic Association of the South Atlantic Ports, in its 
brief, treated the application as petitions in behalf of southern 
railroads and steamship lines for permission to compete with 
northern lines for export and import traffic from and to cen- 
tral freight association territory. Grant of the fourth section 
relief as requested, the association argued, would give the 
southern ports an incentive to provide facilities to handle ad- 
ditional export and import traffic, thereby promoting the ex- 
portation of United States products and the importation of raw 
materials needed by American manufacturers. It said that by 
the .grant of relief manufacturers and producers would have 
open to them all of the natural routes and avenues for export 
and import traffic and have all the routes and ports competing 
for traffic. It asserted that the revenues of the carriers op- 
erating to and from the north Atlantic ports needed not to be 
affected, while the southern carriers might obtain revenues 
from the ever growing volume of high class foreign traffic “of 
which they are handling a very meager proportion today.” 

The Florida East Coast advocated grant of the relief on 
export rates from C. F. A. to Key West for Cuba and on speci- 
fied import commodity rates from Cuba via Key West to that 
territory. It pointed out that its line from Miami to Key West 
was built to obtain traffic to and from Cuba. It said that the 
Commission knew, from its reports to it, that the Florida East 
Coast’s revenues were insufficient, at this time, to take care 
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of its operating expenses and fixed charges and that any cur- 
tailment of revenue on the traffic to and from Cuba would 
seriously affect its earning power. No shipper, it said, opposed 
the grant of relief and that the opposition of the Munson Line 
was clearly from motives of self interest, its line from Balti- 
more being competitive with the Florida East Coast route 
through Key West. 


SPLIT DELIVERY CASE 


The United States Rubber Company has been permitted by 
the Shipping Board to intervene in No. 45, Los Angeles Jobbers’ 
Association vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al., the 
split delivery case. 

In 1927, says the rubber company, it shipped from its east- 
ern factories to its Pacific coast branches via intercoastal car- 
riers, 12,449,210 pounds of merchandise, and for the first nine 
months of 1928, a total of 9,343,420 pounds. Continuing, it says: 


That due to the shipper. and consignee being the same interest, 
the United States Rubber Co. would be seriously injured if the prac- 
tice of intercoastal carriers of applying the carload rate on carload 
lots which were “split delivered” between Pacific coast ports is dis- 


continued. ; 
For some years past our manufacturing and distributing budget 


has been based on the so-called ‘‘split delivery’’ application, and if 
eliminated, will méan a readjustment of points of manufacture and 
a change in medium of distributiong to the detriment of intercoastal 


carrier. 

The Cincinnati Soap Co. and the Drackett Chemical Co. 
have been permitted to intervene. They oppose abolition of the 
split delivery practice. 

The Syracuse (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce has been 
permitted to intervene. It says that elimination of the split- 
delivery practice will create a burden and disrupt the present 
marketing of Syracuse shippers’ products in Pacific coast ter- 
ritory. 

Plans for the presentation of the arguments of shippers in 
support of the split delivery system in the intercoastal trade, at 
the hearing to be held November 7 in the Shipping Board offices 
at 45 Broadway, were outlined at a meeting of the split delivery 
committee of the Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, 
in the Traffic Club. Additional meetings are to be held before 
the hearing in order to ascertain more definitely the attitude of 
the various groups in the conference on this system, which is 
opposed by a group of Pacific coast jobbers and manufacturers. 

F. A. Parker, of the Columbia Mills, chairman of the com- 
mittee, expressed the belief that the opposition to split delivery 
on the Pacific coast has been fostered by members of the Inter- 
coastal Conference, which was forced by the action of two 
non-conference lines to suspend its Rule No. 17, and adopt the 
system. The two non-conference lines, he added, propose to 
continue the system. 

Those appearing in support of split deliveries at next 
Wednesday’s hearing, Mr. Parker explained, will speak as indi- 
viduals, and not in behalf of the Shippers’ Conference, which 
has not as yet intervened in the action brought by the Asso- 
ciated Jobbers of Los Angeles, against the intercoastal steam- 
ship lines, but may do so later. 


OCEAN MAIL BIDS 


The Post Office Department has received bids from the 
Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., the Dollar Steamship Co. and 
the American Line Steamship Corporation for the transportation 
of mail from New York to Balboa, Canal Zone, as follows: 
Luckenbach, vessels of class 5, $3.85 per nautical mile; Dollar, 
vessels of class 5, $4 per nautical mile; class 3, $8; class 2, $10, 
and class 1, $12; American, vessels of class 5, $4; class 3, $8; 
class 2, $10, and class 1, $12. 

The Luckenbach line, the low bidder as to vessels of class 
5, did not submit offers as to vessels of the other classes. 

Postmaster-General New has called for bids November 23 
for the carrying of ocean mails from Savannah, Ga., by way 
of Brest, to Liverpool, and from Savannah, by way of Plymouth, 
to Bremen, for a term of ten years, under the merchant marine 
act of 1928. The American Palmetto Line, recently sold by the 
Shipping Board to the South Atlantic Steamship Company, is 
the American flag line in the service between Savannah and 
Bremen and Liverpool, and it is expected to submit a bid. 


PORT ARBITRARY CASE 

The Port of Olympia, Wash., and the Olympia Chamber of 
Commerce have been permitted by the Shipping Board to inter- 
vene in No. 46, Everett (Wash.) Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Luekenbach Steamship Co. et al., the port arbitrary case. 
The intervening organizations attack the imposition of an arbi- 
trary of 15 cents a hundred pounds against the port of Olympia, 
as compared with rates to and from Seattle and Tacoma. 


NEW ON MERCHANT MARINE 
Postmaster-General New, commenting this week on the fact 
that the Post Office Department had awarded twenty ocean 
mail contracts under the merchant marine act of 1928, said that 
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the contracts called for the building of twenty-four ships, cogt. 
ing from $1,000,000 to $6,500,000 each. He said he expecteg 
that number to be increased by six in a short time. Under the 
ocean mail contracts, by which the government aids financially 
the American merchant marine, it is required that designate 
types of ships be built by those to whom contracts are awarded 
within a specified time. Mr. New said the passage of the act 
of 1928 made it possible for the government, through the Post 
Office Department, to do for shipping something of what it 
had done for the commercial airplane and that the department 
“has the accomplishment of this purpose very much at heart.” 


RICE VIA LAKE CHARLES, LA. 


The New Orleans Rice Millers’ Association has been per- 
mitted by the Shipping Board to intervene in No. 47, Lake 
Charles Harbor and Terminal District vs. New York & Porto 
Rico Steamship Co. The association says members thereof 
are engaged in the purchase of rough rice and clean rice from 
producing points in southwest Louisiana and reshipping clean 
rice from the port of New Orleans to Porto Rico, and have a 
vital interest in any change that may be made in the rates on 
rice to Porto Rican ports. (See Traffic World, Sept. 22, p. 662.) 


JUTE TRADE PROTEST 

Commissioner Smith, of the Shipping Board, has received 
a protest from the New Orleans Association of Commerce 
against a reduction in steamship service between New Orleans 
and Calcutta in the jute and burlap trade. The protest, it is 
understood, results from the proposal, under the agreement 
entered into to end the rate war in this trade, that the Shipping 
Board line operated by the Roosevelt Steamship Co., Inc., dis- 
continue its sailings to the Gulf and that the Isthmian Line 
have twelve sailings a year from Calcutta to the Gulf. 

The New Orleans association, in its protest, appealed to 
Commissioner Smith for help in maintaining the position of 
New Orleans as the “second largest center of jute and burlap 
importations in the world.” It said that if it were true that 
the Roosevelt line was withdrawing there was the possibility 
of inferior service and higher rates. It contended that no argu- 
ment would excuse higher rates to New Orleans than to north 
Atlantic ports. 

The protest has been taken under consideration at the 
Shipping Board. 


COMMERCE IN U. S. SHIPS. 


American flag vessels in the eight months ended with Au- 
gust, 1928, carried 34.5 per cent, by value, of domestic exports, 
as compared with 35.3 in the 1927 period, and 32.2 per cent, by 
value, of general imports‘as compared with 34.5 per cent in the 
1927 period, in the foreign trade of the United States, according 
to the monthly summary of foreign commerce issued by the De- 
partment of Commerce. 

In August, American vessels carried 33.8 per cent of domes- 
tic exports, as compared with 33.7 per cent in August, 1927, and 
31.1 per cent of general imports, as compared with 32.2 rer cent 
in August, 1927. 





DIFFERENTIAL ABSORPTION DISCONTINUED 


Beginning November 8, absorption of rail rate differentials 
at north Atlantic ports was discontinued by the intercoastal 
lines in accordance with a resolution adopted at the Virginia 
Beach conference. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended October 20 to- 
taled 1,162,095 cars, according to the car service division of the 
American Railway Association. This was a decrease of 28,032 
cars under the preceding week, decreases being reported in the 
loading of all commodities except live stock and merchandise 
less-than-carload freight, which showed small increases. 

The total for the week ended October 20 was an increase of 
33,040 cars above the same week in 1927, but a decrease of 
38,846 cars under the corresponding week two years ago. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended October 
oe for the corresponding period of 1927 was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,478 and 9,374; live 
stock, 2,861 and 3,151; coal, 50,284 and 43,323; coke, 2,566 and 2,287; 
forest products, 4,219 and 4,140 and 3,744; merchandise, 
ix ©. , 75,442 and 71,908; miscellaneous, 113,066 and 104,725; total, 
1928, 260,056; 1927, 242,982; 1926, 266,416. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products. 3,501 and 3,331: 
live stock, 2,390 and 2,618; coal, 49,800 and 45,740; coke, 5,392 and 
4,409; forest ego" 3,091 and 2,555; ore, 12,353 and 8,484; merchan- 
dise, L. C. L., 56,996 and 57,651; miscellaneous, 100,137 and 84,648; 
total, 1928, 233,660; 1927, 209,436; 1926, 241,510. 

Pocahontas district: Gran and grain products, 218 and 219; live 
stock, 417 and 358; coal, 44,769 and 40,407; coke, 327 and 380; forest 
proseete, By = a —_, Jas — by it merchandise, L. C. L., 
é an ; miscellaneous, 7, an ; ; total, 1928, A ; ° 
sane: 1026, 62,916. : 8, 62,981; 1927 

outhern strict: Grain and grain products, 3,677 and 4,258; 
live stock, 2,070 and 2,172; coal, 26,998 and 28,674; coke, 460 ad 574; 


4,470;. ore, 
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USH BUTTON SERVICE! Centralized Con- 

trol! Modern Railway Terminals, Warehouses, 
Docks, Wharves, Grain Elevators all under unit 
direction to make more efficient the handling of 
freight and cargo to and from Ships and Cars— 
and to save time and money for the shipper. 
No delays. No wondering whom to see, wire or 
write. No splitting of car- 
goes to half a dozen differ- 
ent wharves. The Port of 
Galveston offers centralized 
direction of handling, ware- | J 
housing, shipping and .g 
financing. 


One hundred and sixty ves- 
sels have berth space at 32 
modern piers. Fifty miles 
of railway yards confined 


within an area of 2} miles. a 
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A maximum of two switchings places your cargo 
at shipside. Warehouses are floored and sprinkler 
protected. 

Galveston is the world’s largest cotton concen- 
tration point, one reason being: Service, econom- 
ically and efficiently rendered. 

Sixty-six shipping lines to the ports of the world. 
Ships clear docks and are 
on the open sea. Galveston 
is the last port of sailing. 
We are ready to give you 
complete confidential in- 
formation to help you solve 
your shipping problems. 
Write us Topay. We will 
put you on our mailing list 
to receive the Shipper’s 
Digest, published weekly, 
containing Port news and 
sailing dates. 


GALVESTON WHARF COMPANY, Galveston, Texas 


GEO. SEALY, President . 


F. W. PARKER, Gen. Mgr. 


The Port- of 
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peer preety 20, _ and 21,721; ore, 970 and 1,205; merchandise, 
L. and 43,263; msicellaneous, 62,693 and 61,916; total, 
1928 “160, ‘091 am2T 163, 783; 1926, 3. 

‘Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 16,863 and 
22,256; live stock, 10,199 and 10,609; coal, 9,018 and 10,489; coke, 1,136 
and 1, 136; forest products, 15, S09 and 17, 213; ore, 37,615 and 27, 760; 
merchandise C.. 3a. om 788. 5,392; miscellaneous, 47,542 and 
51,083; total,’ 1938, 171, 470; 1927, ans, 938 1926, 183,471. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 13, 552 and 
14,654; live stock, 17,439 and 17,569; coal, 15,693 and 16,923 coke, 379 
and 361; a products, 11,424 and 11, 435; ore, 3,885 and 3, 457; mer- 
chandise 35,915 and 35,702; miscellaneous, 79,143 and ’85, 654; 
total, ists” “7, 430; 1927, 185,755; 1936, 184,090. 

Southwestern district: Grain and "grain products, 6,537 and 6, 422; 
live stock, 4,269 and 4,205; coal, 6,471 and 7,252; coke, 152 and 241 
forest products, 8,835 and 8,639; ore, 463 and 476; merchandise, 4 
Cc. L., 17,302 and 17, 662; miscellaneous, 52,378 and 48, 658; total, 1928, 
96, 407; 1927, 93,555; 1926, 93,615. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 51,826 and 60,514; 
live stock, 39,645 and 40,682; coal, 203,033 and 192,808; coke, 10,412 and 
9,388; forest products, &: 381 and 67,873; ore, 59, 500 and 45, 285; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 584 and 269 411; miscellaneous, 462, 714 and 
443,094; total, 1928, 4,162, 005; 1927, 1,139, 055; 1926, 1,200,941. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1928 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 





928 1927 1926 

Four weeks in January ........ 3,447,723 3,756,660 3,686,696 
Four weeks in February ....... 3,589,694 3,801,918 3,677,332 
Five weeks in March............ 4,752,031 4,982,547 4,805,700 
Four weeks in April ........... 3,738,295 3,875,589 3,862,703 
Four weeks in May ............ ,006,058 ,108,472 4,145,820 
Five weeks in June............ 4,923,304 4,995,854 5,154,981 
OUP WOGES I PUY ..06cccccccce 3,942,931 ,913,761 4,148,118 
Four weeks in August........... 4,230,809 4,249,846 4,388,118 
Five weeks in September....... 5,586,284 5,488,107 5,703,161 
Week of October 6......... os 1,102,994 1,174,928 
Week of October 13 1,120,007 1,202,780 
Week of October 20............. 1, 162, 095 1, 129, 055 1,200,941 

RE a addon Ose ce beasties 41 755,949 42,524,810 43,151,278 


LUMBER SHIPMENTS 


Demand for lumber continues to increase, according to re- 
ports received from leading softwood and hardwood manufac- 
turers by the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association. For 
the week ended October 27, 879 mills showed an increase in 
orders of more than 9,000,000 feet, as compared with orders 
of 886 mills for the week before. Both production and ship- 
ments, however, declined somewhat. Totals for the current 
week were production, 407,868,000 feet; shipments, 404,332,000 
feet, and orders, 396,498,000 feet. The gain in orders was wholly 
by the softwood mills, while the hardwood industry was about 
even in all three items. The West Coast Lumbermen’s Asso- 
ciation reported production for 233 mills, production 208,408,966 
feet, as against an average weekly operating capacity for three 
years of 240,985,451 feet and an average weekly production this 
year of 192,979,237 feet. Production of 150 reporting Southern 
pine mills was 71,907,181 feet, which was 9,814,455 feet below 
their three-year average. 

The following table compares the lumber movement, as re- 
flected by the reporting mills of eight softwood, and two hard- 
wood, regional associations, for the two weeks indicated; 000’s 
omitted: 


Preceding 

Past Week Week, 1928 (Revised) 

Reta Hardwood Softwood Hardwood 

Mills (or units*)........ 548 403 554 403 
EIR. o.0:0.s:00000060% 353,334 54,534 359,639 55,484 
EN Oe 342,056 62,276 347,775 62,712 
Orders (new bus.)...... 331,438 65,060 321,428 65,843 

~ *A unit is 


35,000 feet of daily production capacity. 
A EE ht 
CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 

The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period Octo- 
ber 15-22, inclusive, was 93,204, as compared with 85,825 cars in 
the preceding period, according to the car service division of the 
American Railv'ay Association. The average daily shortage re- 
ported was 105 gondola and 25 hopper cars. The surplus was 
made up as follows: 


Box, 45,350; ventilated box, 90; auto and furniture, 3,624; total 
box, 49, 064; flat, 5,945; gondola, 10, 8i2; hopper, 6,417; total coal, 17, 229; 
coke, 686; 's D. stock, 12,854; D. D. stock, 1,951; refrigerator, 4/208; 
tank, 308; miscellaneous, 959. 

Canadian roads reported a surplus of 100 flat, 400 S. D. stock 
and 400 refrigerator cars. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY FIGURES 


Electric railways reporting to the Commission had an in- 
vestment in road and equipment of $1,272,943,916 and operated 
12,277 miles of road, for the calendar year 1927, according to 
selected financial and operating data compiled by the bureau 
of statistics of the Commission from reports representing 235 
companies. 

Capital stock totaled $768,559,490 and unmatured funded 
debt, $791,919,348. 

Freight revenue aggregated $40,410,824, and passenger reve- 
nue, $126,342,522. 

Total operating revenues amounted to $180,886,164, and 
total operating expenses, $151,847,259. 

Taxes assignable to railway operations, other than federal 
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government taxes, amounted to $10,525,507, and governmen; 
taxes amounted to $901,443. 

Operating income totaled $32,366,872, and net income, $14, 
180,365. 

Dividends declared totaled $20,897,502. 

The number of employes at the close of the year was 58. 
189, and the compensation paid was $94,967,931. 

Passenger-carrying equipment consisted of 887 busses ang 
9,911 passenger-carrying cars. The carriers had 16,769 freight 
cars, 2,903 other cars, and 590 locomotives. 

Mileage and traffic statistics were set forth as follows: 





Passenger car mileage, 342,220,508; freight, mail and express car 
mileage, 79,638,823—total car mileage, 421,854,331; total revenue pas. 
sengers carried, 1,180,867,666; average fare revenue passengers, 
$0.10699; operating revenues per car-mile, $0.42879; operating expenses 
per car-mile, $0.35995. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the week 
ended October 27 totaled 30,280 cars, as compared with 31,94 
cars (revised) the preceding week and 29,798 cars in the corre. 
sponding period of 1927, according to compilations made by the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics of the Department of Agri- 
culture from carrier reports. Shipments were reported as fol- 
lows: 


Apples, 9,388 cars; imports, 6 cars; asparagus, 9 cars; cabbage, 
1,323 cars; carrots, 161 cars; cauliflower, 185 cars; cucumbers, 3 cars; 
green peas, 19 cars; lemons, 245 cars; lettuce, 859 cars; grapefruit, 
716 cars; imports, 5 cars; grapes, 6,299 cars; "celery, 712 cars; mis- 
cellaneous melons, 126 cars; mixed citrus fruit, 114 cars; mixed 
deciduous fruit, 42 cars; mixed vegetables, 334 cars; onions, 615 cars; 
oranges, 549 cars; imports, 5 cars; pears, 451 cars; peppers, 67 cars; 
plums and prunes, 4 cars; spinach, 62 cars; string beans, 127 cars; 
sweet potatoes, 676 cars; tomatoes, 345 cars; watermelons, 4 cars; 
potatoes, 6,845 cars; imports, 10 cars. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 


Class I railroads on October 15 had 147,323 freight cars in 
need of repair or 6.6 per cent of the number on line, according 
to reports filed by the carriers with the car service division of 
the American Railway Association. This was a decrease of 
1,010 cars below the number reported on October 1, at which 
time there were 148,333 or 6.6 per cent. Freight cars in need 
of heavy repair on October 15 totaled 106,311 or 4.8 per cent, 
a decrease of 1,691 compared with October 1, while freight cars 
in need of light repairs totaled 41,012 or 1.8 per cent, an in- 
crease of 681 compared with October 1. 

Locomotives in need of repair on Class I railroads on Octo- 
ber 15 totaled 8,606 or 14.6 per cent of the number on line. 
This was an increase of 791 locomotives compared with the 
number in need of repair on October 1, at which time there 
were 7,815 or 13.2 per cent, the smallest number in need of 
repair on any day on record. Locomotives in need of classified 
repairs on October 15 totaled 4,648 or 7.9 per cent, an increase 
of 321 compared with October 1, while 3,958 or 6.7 per cent 
were in need of running repairs, an increase of 470 compared 
with October 1. Class I railroads on October 15 had 5,098 
serviceable locomotives in storage compared with 5,661 on 
October 1. 


CAB EQUIPMENT ORDER 


In No. 19299, Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al., the Commission has postponed the ef- 
fective date of the order, relating to the equipping of locomo- 
tives with cab curtains and cab storm windows, from November 
1 to December 1, 1928. The order provided that the postpone- 
ment should relate only to the initial application of the 
equipment required by the amendments to Rule No. 116, and 
not to the maintenance of equipment applied on locomotives 
in conformity with the order prior to December 1. 


OPERATING AVERAGES 


The Commission has issued Statement No. 28160, prepared 
by its bureau of statistics, giving a comparison of selected items 
of freight service operating averages, by individual lines, for 
the six months ended with June, 1920, to 1928, and June, 1928, 
compared with June, 1927. The statement covers steam rail- 
ways with freight revenue over $10,000,000 in 1927, arranged 
alphabetically by regional groups. 


LOCATION OF CARS 


The percentage of home cars on home roads, Class I, as 
of October 1, was 62.5, according to the semi-monthly bulletin 
of the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
The percentages by classes of equipment were as follows: Box, 
53.1; refrigerator, 64; coal and coke, 68.2; stock, 80.2; flat, 76.5; 
tanks and others, 93.4. By districts the percentages for all 
classes of equipment were as follows: Eastern, 50.8; Allegheny, 
70.5; Pocahontas, 53.5; southern, 63.3; western, 66.6. 

The semi-monthly bulletin of percentages of freight cars 
on line to ownership, as of October 1, showed the following: 
Eastern district, 96.7, as against 95.3 a year ago; Allegheny, 98.9, 
as against 98.1 a year ago; Pocahontas, 73.9, as against 79, a 
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year ago; southern, 92.4, as against 97.7 a year ago; western, 
102.1, as against 102.2 a year ago; all districts, 97.4, as against 
97.9 a year ago; Canadian roads, 103.2, as against 98 a year ago. 


GRADE-CROSSING ACCIDENTS 


More than 20 per cent of the accidents at highway grade 
crossings in 1927 resulted from operators of passenger auto- 
mobiles, motor busses and motor trucks crashing into the side 
of trains, according to the American Railway Association, 
which says: 


Of the 5,596 highway grade-crossing accidents that took place 
in 1927, reports just received from the railroads show that 1,148 acci- 
dents resulted from such a cause, with 244 persons being killed and 
1,636 injured. 

This was an increase of 66 over the number of such accidents in 
1926, in which year 225 persons were killed and 1,586 injured as a 
result of automobiles running into Ay side of trains. 

In 1927 reports showed that 1,027 passenger automobiles alone 
struck the side of trains, killing 226 persons. In many instances the 
operators of these automobiles first crashed through crossing gates 
before striking the train. In the preceding year the number of such 
ym involving passenger automobiles totaled 979, with 207 
atalities. 


RAILROAD FUEL COSTS 


For the eight months ended with August, total cost of coal 
and fuel oil for locomotives of Class I railroads, in road train 
service and yard switching service, exclusive of switching and 
terminal companies, amounted to $225,750,731, as against $248,- 
382,474 for the same period of 1927, according to the monthly 
statement prepared by the bureau of statistics of the Commission 
from carrier reports. For August the cost was $27,233,277, as 
against $29,385,421 for August, 1927. Detailed statistics follow: 

Net tons of coal consumed—8,858,930 in August and 9,068,727 in, 
August, 1927; 72,879,423 in eight months ended with August and 76,- 
495,823 ‘in same period of 1927. 

Average cost per net ton, orga ee direct freight charges—$2.14 
in August and $2. A in August, 1927; $2.15 in eight months and $2.22 
in same period of 1927. 

Gallons fuel oil consumed—198,537,812 in August and 191,257,096 
in August, 1927; 1,561,525,879 in eight months and 1,538, 012; 935° in 
same period of 1927. 

Average oh. per gallon, excluding direct freight charges—2.38 
cents in August and 2.66 cents in August, 1927; 2.48 cents in eight 
months and 2.81 cents in same period of 1927. 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Production of soft coal the week ended October 20 was esti- 
mated at 10,832,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the 
Department of Commerce. Compared with the output in the 
preceding week, this showed a decrease of 442,000 tons. Anthra- 
cite production was estimated at 1,995,000 net tons, a decrease 
of 8,000 tons, from the revised estimate for the preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports 
the week ended October 21 totaled 1,151,468 net tons, bringing 
the total for the season to October 21 to 28,652,275 tons. Anthra- 
cite shipped from Lake Erie ports the week ended October 21 
totaled 42,030 net tons, bringing the total for the season to 
October 21 to 1,186,004 net tons. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended Octo- 
ber 20 from Hampton Roads totaled 412,349 net tons, of which 
258,311 tons were for New England delivery. At Charleston, 
S. C., 1,832 tons were dumped. 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson to eastern New 
York and New England the week ended October 13 were re- 
ported as follows: Bituminous, 2,772; anthracite, 4,850. 


PAPER COMPANY USES AIRPLANE 


The Nekoosa-Edwards Paper Company, Port Edwards, Wis., 
has added to its transportation equipment a tri-motor all-metal 
Ford monoplane, to be used in transporting its officers and 
department executives on company business, as well as for 
advertising and sales promotion work. The plane was put on 
scheduled service October 26 between Port Edwards and Chi- 
cago. It left at six o’clock and returned from Chicago with 
a load of jobbers and salesmen at 10:45. It will be in service 
between the mills and Chicago at least twice a week. 


CHICAGO SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 


J. P. Haynes, executive vice-president of the Chicago Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, has been nominated to the presidency 
of the Chicago Shippers’ Conference Association. The other 
nominees for office are: Vice-president, W. J. Womer, traffic 
manager, Consumers Company; secretary, A. J. Goetz, traffic 
manager, Roberts Schaefer Company;; treasurer, W. J. Ham- 
mond, traffic manager, Inland Steel Company. Directors: H. R. 
Park, traffic manager, Chicago Live Stock Exchange; H. G. 
Legan, traffic manager, Morton Salt Compatny; R. C. Livingston, 
traffic manager, Interstate Iron & Steel Company. The election 
will be held November 6. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Personal Notes 


G. S. Trowbridge has been appointed assistant to genera] 
traffic manager, St. Louis Southwestern, at St. Louis. 

The Judson Freight Forwarding Company has opened a 
“Central Manufacturing District office” at Chicago, under the 
supervision of Robert F. Sandberg, division freight agent. C. 4 
Weston, formerly freight traffic agent, Monon, has been appointed 
commercial agent at Chicago. 

George K. Reeder has been appointed district freight and 
passenger agent, Missouri-Kansas-Texas, at Salt Lake, succeed. 
ing E. L. Wilkerson, promoted to district freight and passenger 
agent at Denver, succeeding T. L. Darneal, promoted. 

O. C. Scherer has been appointed division freight and pas. 
senger agent, C. & N. W. and C. St. P. M. & O., at Sioux City, Ia, 

F. J. Miller has been appointed auditor, Seaview Avenue Ip. 
dustrial Railway, at Bridgeport, Conn., succeeding E. L. French, 
who continues as acting secretary and treasurer. 

Charles D. Slifer, freight agent, Pennsylvania, at Richmond, 
Ind., has been retired after 51 years and three months of service, 

Henry J. Saunders, for fifteen years with the bureau of val- 
uation, Interstate Commerce Commission, as assistant super- 
vising engineer and valuation expert, has opened an Office in 
Washington, D. C., for the purpose of acting as consulting engi- 
neer in railroad and public utility cases. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of Detroit will hold a “Wabash Railway 
Company Luncheon” at the Statler Hotel November 8. J. E. 
Taussig, president of the Wabash, will be the principal speaker. 
Entertainment will be furnished by the Wabash Banner Blue 
Minstrels. 





The Pacific Traffic Associafion will hold its next meeting 
at the Palace Hotel, San Francisco, November 13, the regular 
meeting day having been changed from the first Tuesday in the 
month to the second. There will be a speaker. 





The annual dance of the Women’s Traffic Club of San Fran- 
cisco will be held aboard the steamer Harvard November 5, at 
Pier 7. 





The Traffic Club of Minneapolis held a meeting at the 
Wold-Chamberlain Airport November 1. Luncheon was served 
at the Universal Air Lines System Hangar. Captain Paul Golds- 
borough, president of Northern Air Line, Inc., was the speaker. 





The Indianapolis Traffic Club will hold a luncheon at the 
Lincoln Hotel November 8. M. E. Foley, for twenty-one years 
a member of the State Pardon and Parole Board, will speak 
on “The Crime Situation.” 





Special arrangements have been made by the Traffic Club 
of Chicago to take care of the members and their friends the 
evening of election day, November 6. Dinner will be served 
and a buffet luncheon at 11 p. m. Major-Gen. Paul B. Malone, 
commanding general, Sixth Corps area, will speak at the club’s 
annual Armistice luncheon, in the Red Lacquer Room of the 
Palmer House, at noon on November 9. Ladies are invited. 





The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold a Thanksgiving din- 
ner dance and card party at the Hotel Schroeder November 19. 
The annual dinner will be held January 15. 





The Motor City Traffic Club (Detroit) will hold a “Ladies’ 
Night” at the Hotel Fort Shelby November 12. There will be 
dancing and other entertainment. 





The club rooms of the Traffic Club of New York will be 
open election day and evening, November 6, and arrangements 
will be made for dancing. Luncheon and dinner will be served. 





The Junior Traffic Club of St. Louis held a meeting at the 
Warwick Hotel October 30. Edward C. Fisher, district sales 
manager, American Locomotive Company, was the speaker. 
Final arrangements were made for the annual banquet at the 
Congress Hotel November 3. A bowling party was held at 
Heidel’s October 27. 





The Transportation Club of St. Paul held a luncheon at 
the Union Depot dining room October 30. T. D. O’Brien was 
the speaker. The Great Northern Girls’ Quartette was the guest 
of the club and provided music. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City held a luncheon at the 
Kansas City Athletic Club October 30. There was a program 
of entertainment. A “members’” list of nominations has been 














I HARRISON 


ea & ont 2 ee Wi 










THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
November 3, 1928 ' 





















al GRANT $a HAYES |e 
SGCHANAN Bl LINCOLN BA JOHNSON P@l] GRANT Hy HAVES | 
TORE Ma PIERCE [a BUCHANAN fa LINCOLN | Se 
[FILLMORE fy PIeRC™ 









1era] 
da 
the 
a 
nted 
and 
eed- 
ger 
pas . 
» Ta, - 
- In- 0 
nch, a 
ond, 
‘ice, 
Val- 
Der- 
in 4 
ngi- uw 
4 ~ 
> ae 
- * x 
yay > 
E. D 
er, 
lue Z 2 
0 o 
7) 0 
ng a a z 
lar a ates 
he <q wa, 
I A 9 
m 
in- Hk) < 
“ 2 = 
w > 
ag Zz 
he 5 9 
ed i) eas 
ls- Z eae 
oT, q 
> z 
ie Re x 
rs z Z 
k 
] 9 site 
”) m 
ib 4 ak 
e v ca 
d q ree 
e, 2 3 
's : ie) 
e pales w 
m 
WY) < 
aI ; 
q d 
Q hes 
q 
0 | + 
‘ dicated to 
2 uw e IC qT 
3 0 
1 “ cc) 4 
Z @e 
: ervice 
2 








sai ~ ~~ 
: al, Saee ee” |e 
Be i £3 . Ke af = &S 
ws ee — 
C—O 
_———— 











1022 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


presented, headed by R. E. Crowley, assistant traffic manager, 
Colgate-Palmolive-Peet Company. 


The Traffic Club of Wichita held a luncheon at the Wichita 
Club November 1. J. Henry Hornung, pastor, United Congre- 
gational Church, was the speaker. H. E. Morris, assistant 
general freight and passenger agent, ’Frisco, was in charge. 
The nominating committee presented its report, to be voted 
on at the annual meeting and. election December 6. 


At the annual meeting of the Cooperative Traffic Associa- 
tion of New York October 11, the following officers were elected: 
President, Joseph J. Scully, Johns-Manville, Inc.; first vice-pres- 
ident, Theodore P. Drescher, St. L. & S. F.; second vice-presi- 
dent, Raymond J. Newberry, Johns-Manville, Inc.; corresponding 
secretary, Frank Quilty, Remington Arms Company; recording 
secretary, Charles J. Baker, American Smelting and Refining 
Company; treasurer, John A. Patton, Sinclair Refining Com- 
pany; board of governors, Kenneth Sprague, Nestle’s Food Com- 
pany; P. J. Winters, Isthmian Steamship Line; James F. Ferrich, 
Johns-Manville, Inc., and R. T. McPherson, C. R. I. & P. At 
the next meeting, November 8, W. J. Kearney, export sales man- 
ager, Remington Cash Register Company, Inc., will speak on 
export sales and distribution, and the traffic committee will 
have a discussion on the southwestern case. 


The Transportation Club of Evansville held its sixth annual 
dinner October 24 at the McCurdy Hotel. The attendance was 
252, including visitors and railway officials from various points. 
Joseph B. Graham, president, Graham-Paige Motor Company, 
gave a talk on the opportunities and future of Evansville in 
the automobile ifidustry. The principal speaker of the evening 
was E. S. Jouett, vice-president, L. & N., Louisville. He spoke 
on “The Impending Repeal of the Pullman Surcharge.” 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. Nos. 6720 and 6714, (1) authorizing the 
Texas-New Mexico Railway Co. to issue $500,000 of common capital 
stock, consisting of 5,000 shares of the par value of $100, said stock 
to be sold at par for cash to the Texas & Pacific Railway Co. and 
the proceeds used for capital purposes; and (2) authorizing the 
acquisition by the Texas & Pacific Ry. Co. of control of the Texas- 
New Mexico Ry. Co. by purchase of capital stock, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7009, authorizing the Baltimore 
& Ohio R. R. Co. to abandon a portion of its Millersburg branch 
in Wayne and Holmes counties, Ohio (extending from a point about 
1.5 miles south of Wooster to Millersburg, 16.8 miles), approved. 

The supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 4068, authorizing 
amendment of leases dated August 1, 1925, as supplemented February 
15, 1928, between (a) the Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. and the Seaboard- 
All Florida Railway; (by) the Seaboard-All Florida Ry. and the Florida 
Western & Northern R. R. Co.; and (c) the Seaboard-All Florida Ry. 
and the East & West Coast Railway, approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 6790, (1) authorizing 
the Nicholas, Fayette & Greenbrier R. R. Co. to construct a line of 
railroad in Nicholas and Fayette counties, W. Va., and authorizing 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co. (a) to construct a line of railroad in 
Fayette and Nicholas counties, W. Va., and (b) to operate, under 
trackage rights, over a part of the Kanawha & West Virginia line in 
Nicholas county, W. Va.; (2) authorizing the acquisition jointly by 
the New York Central R. R. Co. and the Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co. 
of control of the Nicholas, Fayette & Greenbrier R. R. Co. by pur- 
chase of capital stock and under lease; (3) authorizing the Nicholas, 
Fayette & Greenbrier R. R. Co. (a) to issue $400,000 of capital stock, 
consisting of 4,000 shares of the par value of $100, at par for cash, for 
capital purposes, and (b) to issue, from time to time, not exceeding 
$3,600,000 of 6 per cent demand notes in respect of indebtedness for 
advances for capital purposes; and (4) dismissing application of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co. for authority to construct an extension of 
a line of railroad in Fayette county, W. Va., and application of the 
Kanawha*& West Virginia R. R. Co. and the New York Central R. R. 
Co. for authority to construct an extension of a line of railroad, and 
a i line connecting therewith, in Nicholas County, W. V., ap- 
proved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7108, authorizing the St. John 
& Ophir R. R. Co. to abandon, as to interstate and foreign com- 
merce, its line of railroad in Tooele county, Utah, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7141, authorizing the acquisi- 
tion by the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co. of West Virginia 
of the properties of the Amos Telephone Co., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7151, authorizing the Atlantic Coast 
Line R. R. Co. to issue $2,800,000 of general unified mortgage 50-year 
series-A 4% per cent gold bonds, said bonds to be sold at not less 
than 96% per cent of par and accrued interest and the proceeds used 
for the purpose set forth in the application and report, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7147, authorizing the Erie R. R. Co. 
to assume obligation and liability, as lessee and guarantor, in re- 
spect of $5,340,000 of Erie Railroad equipment trust of 1928 certificates 
to be issued by the Bank of North America & Trust Co. under an 
agreement to be dated September 1, 1928, and sold at not less than 
96.785 per cent of par and accrued dividends in connection with the 
procurement of certain equipment, approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS. 


Finance No. 7173. Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. asks au- 
thority to procure authentication and delivery of $11,426,000 of first 
and refunding mortgage bonds, series C, bearing 4% per cent in- 
terest, to be held in the company’s treasury until the further order 
of the Commission. 

Finance No. 7175. Kinston Carolina Railroad asks authority to 
abandon its line of railroad between Kinston and Beulaville, N. C., 
embracing .about 61 miles of main line and sidings. Applicant says 
the line has been operated at a loss since 1921 when it was paral- 
leled by a hard surface road and that the company will be unable 
to continue operation of the line. 

Finance No. 1637. Sup. No. 4. Application of Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway Co. asking that the Kansas City, Mexico & 
Orient Railway Co. be held and determined to be a company sub- 
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pptionnt company and as such 
be included within the list of companies embraced within the system 
of the Santa Fe affiliated and subsidiary lines; that whenever, in 
the future, upon application of any individual for authority to hold 
the offices of director and/or officer of the Santa Fe and/or any of 
its subsidiary or affiliated lines, that the K. C. M. & O. be included 
in list of said companies, and that named persons be authorized to 
hold positions with the K. C. M. & O. 

Finance No. 4083. Supplemental application of Baltimore & East- 
ern Railroad Co. asking amendment of order authorizing issuance of 
$216,500 of capital stock so as to limit the amount of stock to be 
issued under said order to $191,500. 

Finance No. 4691. Supplemental application of Cowlitz, Chehalis 
& Cascade Railway for authority to pledge $60,000 of bonds for a 
like amount of promissory notes to be issued to the Northern Pacific, 
Great Northern, Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co., and 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific for a loan. 

Finance No. 3431. Supplemental application of Northern Colorado 
& Eastern Railroad Co. for-order reducing authorized issues of securi- 
ties from $424,000 of 6 per cent preferred stock class A to $246,900 
and $550,000 of 6 per cent preferred stock, class B, to $495,600, being 
the amounts actually issued and outstanding. 


BORDER TERRITORY RATES 


In a complaint sent to the Commission entitled North Caro- 
lina Corporation Commission vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown 
et al., North Carolina, by the members of the state Commission, 
I. M. Bailey, their counsel, and Clark & LaRoe, their attorneys, 
attacks the class rates between stations in North Carolina and 
stations in central western territory as unjust and unreasonable 
and unduly preferential of shippers in Virginia. They further 
assail the class rates between points in New England, trunk 
line and central western territories, on the one hand, and sta- 
tions in Virginia, on the other, as relatively unreasonable when 
compared with the corresponding rates between points in North 
Carolina and points in Virginia, and when compared with points 
in New England, trunk line and central western territory, on 
the one hand, and North Carolina points, on the other. The 
complaint says the rates to and from Virginia are not alleged 
to be lower than reasonable minimum rates, but that they are, 
in some instances, excessive and unreasonable. 

Another allegation is that the class rates mentioned in the 
preceding paragraph are unduly prejudicial to North Carolina 
shippers and unduly preferential of shippers in New England 
and the other northern territories mentioned. 

In general aspect the North Carolina complaint is regarded 
by those who have studied both as closely akin to the one filed 
by Kentucky, No. 21373, Commonwealth of Kentucky et al. vs. 
Ahnapee & Western et al. (See Traffic World, September 29, 
p. 704.) The general resemblance lies in the fact that both 
states are attacking the rates they have to pay by reason of 
the lower levels of the rates to the north of them. In the 
Kentucky case the Ohio River is the dividing line between the 
high and low levels. In the North Carolina case the dividing 
line runs along the Norfolk & Western, that part of Virginia 
lying north thereof being in official and that south thereof in 
southern territory. Both southern states aver there are no such 
differences in transportation conditions between the territories 
as to warrant the high level of rates that exist south of the 
dividing lines. North Carolina declares the line between the 
two territories is arbitrary. It further declares that an unrea- 
sonably high classification rating, coupled -with unreasonably 
high class rates, both of which, it asserts, exist, results in a 
double penalty against southern shippers, unduly handicapping 
them in their competition with northern shippers. Continuing, 
the complaint says: 


These disadvantages to the south become the more injurious to 
its industrial development because differences in rates and ratings 
which had no substantial competitive effect so long as the north 
was principally an industrial section and the south primarily agri- 
cultural have become of controlling importance with the increase 
of industrial competition. 


North Carolina, in its prayer for relief, indicates how it is 
to be accorded by asking for an order against the carriers, in 
part, as follows: 


That they be required to discontinue permitting the arbitrary 
boundry line between trunk line territory and southern territory to 
control or influence the measure of the rates; that the class rates 
and ratings within the state of Virginia be made to harmonize with 
interstate rates and ratings applicable between Virginia and North 
Carolina; that class rates between New England, trunk line and 
central-western territories and points in North Carolina be made in 
reasonable relation to the corresponding rates to and from points in 
Virginia; that uniform methods of tariff publication be requred; and 
that unwarranted differences in rates and ratings be eliminated. 


W. T. L. AND S. W. L. MEAT RATES 


Interior Iowa meat packers have filed a contingent com- 
plaint against rates on meats and packing-house products tv, 
from, and between southwestern and western trunk line points. 
The rules of the Commission do not provide for such complaints, 
but the representatives of the packers mentioned, including John 
Morrell & Co. of Sioux Falls, S. D., within the designation, have 
put such a document before the regulating body. 

The contingent complaint is part of the reply of the interior 
Iowa packers and John Morrell & Co. to the petition of the 
carriers for a postponement of the effective date of the Com- 





Ne 








aro- 


wh 
ion, 
Ys, 
and 
ble 
her 
ink 
ita- 
1en 

rth 

nts 


‘he 
ed 
re, 


he 
na 
nd 


ed 
ed 
S. 
9, 

th 
of 
1e” 
1e 


ce ~~ § @ORSE & oo 


November 3, 1928 


MEIN ANE ATER SIRE: ~seemmenammmanataN i mete 


PITTSBURGH— 





Put your plant 
where it 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


will thrive 








The Industrial Metropolis of America 


ATURE’S vast storehouse of raw materials— 
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tunity for additional manufacturing to meet the needs 
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mission’s order in I. and S. No. 2595 and related cases, involv- 
ing the rates from, to, and between the territories herein men- 
tioned. It is signed by Warren H. Wagner as attorney for the 
interior Iowa packers and John Morrell & Co.; H. W. Davis, gen- 
eral traffic manager for John Morrell &°Co.; C. O. Dawson, traffic 
manager for Jacob E. Decker & Sons; C. A. Heath, traffic man- 
ager for Rath Packing Co.; and E. T. Hitchcock, traffic manager 
for Sinclair & Co., Ltd. 

Answering a recent petition of the carriers for a postpone- 
ment of the effective date of the order in this case, the packers 
called attention to the fact that they had made an answer to 
another similar petition, their answer being dated September 
10. December 8 is the effective date. The Commission recently 
has put out a modified report in the case. (See Traffic World, 
October 27, p. 928.) The packers said that the decision of the 
Commission, “rendered as long ago as January 9, without a 
dissenting vote, should be made effective and not be permitted 
to be postponed indefinitely by the periodic presentation of 
petitions for modifications.” 

Objecting packers said that if the Commission granted a 
further extension of time to the carriers beyond December 3, 
they hereby requested the Commission to treat their document 
as a formal complaint filed by the signatory companies against 
the carriers parties to the suspension case alleging the rates 
embraced in the case would be unreasonable, on and after 
December 3, to the extent they exceeded the rates found rea- 
sonable by the Commission in 136 I. C. C. 651, and demanding 
reparation to the basis of the rates therein found reasonable. 


OSWEGO GRAIN RATES 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Unless the carriers, upon sixth section permission, cancel 
tariffs they now have on file bearing November 10 as the effec- 
tive date, reduced rates on ex-lake grain for export will go into 
effect from Oswego, N. Y., to New York, N. Y., and Boston, 
Mass. They will be 1.5 cents under the rates from Buffalo to 
New York, in so far as what might be called the measuring 
rate is concerned. 

Reduction in the rate to New York was ordered by the 
Commission in No. 17837, City of Oswego vs. Ahnapee & West- 
ern et al., 146 I. C. C. 293. It required the carriers to put Oswego 
1.5 cents under Buffalo, but made no requirement as to Boston. 
Boston interests, working through the Maritime Association of 
the Boston Chamber of Commerce, persuaded the New York 
Central, the New York, Ontario & Western, the New Haven, 
the Boston & Albany and the Boston & Maine, to extend the 
lower basis to Boston and East Boston. Tariffs making the 
new adjustment were filed to become effective November 10. 

Before the tariffs were filed the Commission reopened No. 
17837 and postponed the effective date of its order requiring the 
reduction until its further order. The reopening, on the petition 
of the New York Central and other railroads, which had resisted 
any reduction from Oswego, was dated October 8, but, in the 
course of the Commission’s routine, did not become known until 
after the tariffs making the reduction had’ been sent to the 
Commission’s files. 

Inasmuch as the carriers opposed reductions from Oswego 
the indefinite postponement of the effective date of the Com- 
mission’s order is expected to induce them to make some move 
toward preventing the reductions to New York and Boston going 
into effect. Cancellation of the reductions could be made before 
their effective date only under sixth section permission. Unless 
permission of that sort is given, when request therefor may be 
made, the reduced rates will have to remain in effect for at 
least thirty days from November 10, because cancellation of 
taiffs cannot be proposed until after they have become operative. 


CEMENT OVERCHARGES 


Questions of tariff interpretation occasioned the dispute in- 
volved in docket 21267, Signal Mountain Portland Cement Com- 
pany against the A. G. S. and others, according to the testimony 
introduced at the hearing at Chicago, October 27, before Ex- 
aminer Disque. 

The case involves alleged overcharges on cement in carloads 
shipped from Chattanooga, Tenn., to points in Florida south of 
Jacksonville between June 1, 1925, and April 14, 1928. 

According to the testimony of J. B. Johnson, general traffic 
manager of the complainant, the rates charged were in violation 
of the aggregate of the intermediates’ clause of the fourth sec- 
tion of the interstate commerce act. He contended for com- 
binations based on Fernandino, Milldale and Eastport, Fla., 
which, he said, were, in some instances, as much as 20 cents 
a ton less than the through rates charged. In his opinion, por- 
tions of the tariffs involved were conflicting and ambiguous and, 
he said the rule was to find against the framers in such in- 
stances. 

For a period of the time covered by the complaint, the situa- 
tion, as explained, was that one tariff named rates to Florida 
points from Jacksonville and said they would apply from Fernan- 
dino, Milldale and Eastport. Another tariff specified that on traffic 
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originating at Chattanooga, among other points, the Jacksonyilj, 
rates would not apply. The position of the complainant Witness 
was that the restriction did not preclude use of the rate frop 
Milldale, etc. According to the carrier witnesses, the points 
named, from which the Jacksonville rates were to apply, were 
nothing more than industrial points at Jacksonville, and the 
restriction in the one tariff with reference to the Jacksonvill, 
rates precluded basing a combination on the other points. Attep. 
tion was called to the fact that the period covered by the com. 
plaint was, in part, that of the so-called Florida boom and that 
there had been a large volume of movement. No other shipper 
of cement had made an effort to defeat ‘the rates as charge 
it was said. 

A. L. Hendron, commercial agent, Seaboard Air Line, ang 
F. D. McKenzie, presented the carrier testimony. 


RATES ON SALT 


The hearing in docket 20462, Colonial Salt Company and 
others against the A. & S. and others, and I. and S. 2976 ang 
first supplement, salt from St. Louis, Mo., and related points to 
Texas, which began at Chicago October 25, before Examiner 
Disque, ended October 26. Additional testimony was introduced 
by the following carrier witnesses: S. C. Inkley, Frisco; A. 
Blauel, Erie; F. B. Clark, Missouri Pacific, and I. P. Waahle, 
Santa Fe. 

Mr. Blauel explained the nature and history of the C. F. A. 
adjustment to the gateways where the traffic was turned over 
to the southwestern carriers. “Specifics” of 12 and 13 cents 
applied on the C. F. A. portion of the traffic to Texas from Michi- 
gan and Ohio, respectively, he said. To certain other portions of 
the southwest, as explained by him, the specifics were slightly 
higher. Ton-mile earnings of 4.9 mills and car-mile earnings of 
12.1 cents were given by him as representative of the earnings 
accruing on the C. F. A. portion of the haul. “If there is any- 
thing wrong about salt rates to the southwest, it cannot be with 
the C. F. A. specifics,” he said. 

A good deal of the carrier testimony was directed to show- 
ing, through comparisons with other scales fixed by the Com- 
mission, earnings, and other matters, that the 2414 scale was 
excessively low. In that connection, Ross D. Rynder, Swift and 
Company, made a formal objection, calling attention to the fact 
that a supplemental report had been issued in I. and S. 2414 
on June 7, 1927, which was after the order of the Commission 
in docket 13535, and that “not less than five petitions have been 
filed by the carriers seeking to have the case reopened.” The 
last of those petitions, he said, was denied October 1 of. this 
year. 

Testimony in support of the 2414 scale, as applied to the 
Kansas shipments, and opposing its extension to Ohio and Michi- 
gan, was introduced by W. T. Hickerson, representing Kansas 
producers. He said the complainants had introduced no evi- 
dence to show that there was a movement of any consequence 
from Michigan and Ohio into the southwest, and that, though 
the reductions would be considerable, in the event their requests 
were granted, he did not believe much traffic would move be- 
cause of the distance. “In all cases our rates into the territory 
served by the Michigan and Ohio producers are higher than 
their rates into ours,’ he said. He stressed the fact that the 
2414 scale was for application over the shortest workable routes, 
not to exceed three lines, whereas the routes from the plants 
of the complainants would involve a larger number of carriers 
and a river crossing. Those facts, he thought, showed that it 
would not be proper to extend the 2414 scale to them. 


CAR DETENTION CHARGES 


Detroit railroads and shippers, at a meeting Oct. 26, called 
by the Detroit Board of Commerce, agreed to set up machinery 
for the disposition of disputes arising over charges for car de- 
tention. Thousands of dollars are paid annually by shippers 
and receivers of freight in Detroit alone, and highly technical 
rules governing the assessment of these charges for car deten- 
tion and delay in unloading or loading shipments have been the 
cause of numerous controversies, which are often carried to the 
courts for settlement, according to L. G. Macomber, director of 
traffic transportation of the board of commerce. 

This conference was the second joint meeting between 
shippers and carriers, and it was agreed that the eight subjects 
presented by the shippers’ group, in accordance with an under- 
standing reached at the first conference, were of major interest 
to Detroit and should be studied. The carriers expressed the 
opinion that they could not take a position on these matters 
in joint session without first having considered them in a sep- 
arate session. It was therefore agreed that the carriers would 
form a car demurrage committee so that the subjects might be 
considered from the carriers’ viewpoint in an organized manner 
comparable with the shippers’ organization. 

The success that has attended co-operative action on other 
transportation matters through the board of commerce was 
commented on, and J. F. Chalfant, manager of the department 
of demurrage supervision of the American Railway Association, 
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Mead-Morrison six-ton coal bridge at South Chicago 1] 
Coal and Dock Co. and some of the G-E electric 
equipment. 


Electrified bridges mean 
speed and economy 


When handling costs must be cut—when control give it unquestioned advantages 
faster schedules must be met—mechaniza- over every other type of power for this 
tion is the solution. Nothing so exemplifies | work. 

oo trend as the coal or —_ bridge. Here General Electric has equipped more than 
enna ome tumble. Speed roi we oy <n 140 coal and ore bridges—from the smallest 
amazingly. Time—eo increasingly vite! an up to the giants with 16-ton buckets. This 
element—is telescoped. rich background of experience, and the 
And electricity has made these advances facilities of the world’s largest manufac- 
possible. Its flexibility, its freedom from turer of_electric equipment, are at your 
hazard, its reliability, and its facility of disposal. Consult the nearest G-E office. 

































Apply the proper G-E 
motor and the correct 
G-E controller t6 a spe- 
cific task, following the 
recommendations of 
G-E specialists in elec- 
tric drive, and you have 
G-E Motorized Power. 
Built in or otherwise 
connected to all types 
of industrial machines, 
G-E Motorized Power 
provides lasting assur- 
ance that you have 
purchased the best. 
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New York, who participated in the meeting, concurred in the 
opinion that joint action would be productive of beneficial 
results on demurrage matters. 

Others present at the meeting, which was presided over by 
A. J. O’Connor, chairman of the car demurrage, storage and 
weighing committee of the Detroit district shippers’ conference 
of the board of commerce, were: E. G. Owen and J. H. Faulkner 
of the Union Belt Railroad; A. C. McCarthy, Grand Trunk Rail- 
road; M. E. Wiseley, Detroit City Gas Company; J. C. Dunn, 
Peerless Cement Corporation; R. B. McEachren, Eastern Mich- 
igan Railways; E. W. Saville, W. S. Franklin, T. W. Preston, 
Pennsylvania Railroad; C. A. Deckler, J. B. Ford Company; 
Joseph Reinlein, R. J. Allyn, H. J. Holton, New York Central 
Railroad; J. R. Mann, H. S. Weisinger, H. C. Springer, F. S. 
Ross, Detroit & Toledo Shore Line; E. D. Hawley, Pere Mar- 
quette Railroad; L. T. Locklin, Detroit, Toledo & Ironton Rail- 
road; D. G. Cohan, Detroit Terminal Railroad; F. J. Armstrong, 
U. S. Radiator Corporation; B. J. Murphy, department demur- 


rage supervision, American Railway Association; F. T. Lever-. 


such, Wabash Railroad; F. E. Reeves, Detroit Coal Exchange; 
M. J. Breitenbeck, Detroit Steel Products Company; H. D. 
Fenske and L. V. Simms, traffic department, Detroit Board of 
Commerce. 


DAKOTA-NEBRASKA CONSTRUCTION 


A certificate authorizing construction by the Yankton, Nor- 
folk & Southern Railroad Company of a line of railroad from 
Yankton, S. D., to Pierce, Neb., a distance of approximately 40 
miles, has been issued by the Commission, division 4, in 
Finance No. 6879. Request for permission to retain excess 
earnings, under the recapture provisions of section 15a of the 
interstate commerce act, for a period of 10 years, was granted. 
The applicant sought authority to build from Yankton to Nor- 
folk, Neb., a distance of approximately 65 miles. 

The Nebraska State Railway Commission, which held the 
hearing on the application for the Commission, recommended 
that the application be granted. The governor of South Da- 
kota and the Board of Railroad Commissioners of that state 
supported the application. The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific intervened, was represented at the hearing, but did 
not otherwise participate in the proceeding. The report said 
no objection to the granting of the application had been pre- 
sented to the Commission. 

The applicant was organized in April, 1928, for the purpose 
of constructing and operating a line of railroad having termini 
as herein proposed. In part, the report said: 


As the several communities along the route of the proposed rail- 
road are also on existing lines of other carriers, the applicant’s line 
would connect with or intersect lines of railroad systems serving the 
Northwest and the Duluth, Minneapolis and Chicago gateways, as 
follows: at Yankton, S. D., with the Great Northern, the North West- 
ern and the St. Paul; at Crofton and Wausa, Neb., with the Omaha; 
at Osmond, Neb., with the Burlington; at Pierce, Neb., with the North 
Western; and at Norfolk, Neb., with the North Western, the Omaha 
and the Union Pacific. 

The trend of these lines is east and west in the territory in 
———-. In its reply to our questionnaire, not introduced in evi- 

ence but referred to in the record without objection, the applicant 
contends that the trunk lines have neglected and refused to provide 
needed additional railroad facilities as herein proposed even after 
the people of the territory furnished funds for the construction of an 
expensive bridge as an inducement for the construction of such a line. 
The applicant further contends that the construction of the line is 
necesary for the establishment of more convenient and economical 
routes to, from, and through the territory in all directions generally, 
and especially for the movement of traffic from the Northwest and 
from the Great Lakes. The proposal of the applicant is supported 
by uncontroverted testimony of residents and representatives of 
industries and commercial enterprises and organizations of the terri- 
tory immediately involved, concerning public demand for the line 
— en expected to accrue to the public from the construction 
re ee 

Considerations of public interest especially urged in support of 
the applicant’s prcpeees are improved service and lessened transpor- 
tation charges In the movement of traffic between South Dakota and 
Nebraska points and elsewhere to’and from the territory. 

Traffic between Yankton and Norfolk now moves via the Missouri 
River crossing at Sioux City, Iowa, a distance of about 140 miles, as 
compared with about 67 miles via the proposed line. Shipments for 
the est over the Union Pacific are now routed from Yankton to 
Omaha, Neb., via Manilla Junction, Iowa. By the proposed line, ship- 
pers of Yankton and adjacent territory would have a direct connection 
with the Union Pacific at Norfolk. 

The proposed line would enter into direct routes for the move- 
ment of grain from the territory served to Duluth and the Twin Cities, 
in Minnesota. Also it would give jobbers of Omaha and Lincoln, 
Neb., better access to the territory and, to the people of the terri- 
tory: better markets and better marketing facilities. The saving in 
distance from Yankton to Omaha via the applicant’s line would be 
approximately 75 miles. The time of movement between Yankton 
and Norfolk would be about one day less than required for the move- 
ment via Sioux City. As an example of anticipated benefits of shorter 
routes for inbound Wyoming and Colorado coal and oil, a witness 
estimates the savings on shipments of coal to Crofton at $1.50 per 
ton. 

The proposed line is to be laid with 80-pound rail. Construction 
costs are estimated at $2,212,676, with about $125,000 additional for 
two gas-electric motor cars for passenger service and second-hand 
rolling stock for freight. The applicant’s authorized capital stock is 
$1,000,000, divided into 10,000 shares of the par value of $100. It is 
roposed that the cost of constructing and equipping the proposed 
ine be i by the issue to a construction company of stock and 
bonds of the applicant. The construction company will be financed 
by or through E. A. Tennis, of Philadelphia and New York, who is 
said to have financed, built, and operated 36 railroads, electric and 
steam. However, the applicant has not yet sought authority under 
section 20a of the interstate commerce act to issue securities and 
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nothing herein is to be construed as anywhere affecting the determing. 
tion which we may hereafter be called upon to make in that matter, 
The North Western’s line through Pierce extends southeastwapj 
to Norfolk, parallel and close to the route to be followed by the 
applicant’s proposed line between those points. This duplication 9 
railroad facilities should be avoided, if possible, through operation 
by the applicant between Pierce and Norfolk over the line of the 
North Western under trackage rights. Such an arrangement would 
obviate the capital expenditures necessary for constructing a paralle 
line between the points mentioned and should correspondingly reduc, 
the burden upon the public involved in seemingly unnecessary dup}. 
cation of facilities. At this time, therefore, we will authorize the cop. 
struction by the applicant of that part of the proposed line between 
Yankton and Pierce, with the understanding that if it hereafte 
appear that the North Western is willing to grant to the applicant 
upon fair and reasonable terms, the right to operate over the exigt: ener 
ing track between Pierce and Norfolk, we will, in a supplementg| 
proceeding, authorize the applicant to exercise such right; but, jf 
it be made to appear that such trackage rights can not be obtaineg 
upon fair and reasonable terms, then we will issue a certificate jp 
a supplemental proceeding authorizing the applicant to construct that 
portion of its proposed line from Pierce to Norfolk. 


P  -aiieio ake e 
' Questions and Answers | 
i / 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. _A traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer questions relating to practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to take the place of traffic man but to 
help him in his work. aie 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may —— to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D.C. 












Delay—Act of God or Unavoidable Accident 

Virginia.—Question: A carload shipment of perishable 
freight was unduly delayed in transit and reached destination 
in a deteriorated condition and was disposed of at a loss. A 
part of the delay was due to the necessity for transferring en 
route the contents of the car to another car because of defective 
equipment. Can the fact that defective car was furnished for 
loading or the fact that the car developed defects so that con- 
necting carrier would not move it, be considered a factor of 
carrier’s negligence in pressing a claim for damage based on 
unreasonable delay in transit? 

Answer: A carrier may excuse delay in the delivery of the 
goods caused by accident not inevitable nor produced by the 
act of God. In this respect it stands on the same ground with 
other bailees. All that can be required of it in any emergency 
is that it shall exercise due care and diligence to guard against 
delay and to forward the goods to their destination. See Bell 
Lumber Co. vs. Benfield Transfer Ry. Co., 172 N. W. 956; Meany 
& Saisselin vs. Erie R. Co., 173 N. Y. S. 96; National Elevator 
Co. vs. G. N. Ry. Co., 170 N. W. 515; Catanzaro & Sons vs. Sou. 
Pac., 90 Pa. Super. Ct. 578; Bland vs. C. & A. R. Co., 232 S. W. 
232. 

In the last referred to case the court, on pages 234 and 
235, said: 


In the instant case, though plaintiffs’ evidence showed an unusual 
delay en route, plaintiffs adduced no evidence tending to show that 
such delay was due to negligence on the part of the defendant. 
On the contrary, plaintiffs’ evidence showed that the delay was due 
to the breaking of a wheel upon one of the cars composing the 
train in question, without going further and showing that the break- 
ing of the car wheel was in any wise due to defendant’s negligence. 
And in this connection it may be said that there is nothing anywhere 
in the record to suggest any negligence whatsoever on the part of 
defendant in failing to have the shipment go forward sooner than 
it did after the breaking of the car wheel and the derailment of 
the refrigerator car. In defense, defendant proceeded to show the 
details of what occurred in connection with the accident which caused 
the delay, showing the character of the break in the car wheel. 
Defendant’s evidence tended to show the exercise of due care on its 
part in regard to inspecting its train, and, as said showed that the 
breaking of the car wheel was due to hidden defects therein which 
could not have been discovered by the exercise of ordinary care in 
inspecting the wheel. 

Under the circumstances it is obvious that no liability may be cast 
upon the defendants. The defendant is not liable as an insurer for 
failure to deliver plaintiffs’ cattle at the Chicago market either on 
schedule time or within a reasonable time. Nor did the mere showing 
of the delay raise an inference of negligence on defendant’s part, 
casting the burden upon it to show freedom from negligence on its 
part. Under the federal law, the burden was upon the plaintiffs to 
establish a breach of defendant’s duty as a carrier by affirmative 
proof of its negligence in the premises. The rulings in Berry vs. Rail- 
road and Baker vs. Schaff, supra, have been reaffirmed by the Kan- 
sas City Court of Appeals in Burgher vs. Wabash, 217 S. W. 854, 
Baker vs. Schaff, 221 S. W. 743, and Miller vs. Quincy, O. & K. C. R. 
Co., 225 S. W. 116, and appear to be entirely sound. In the case last 
cited the court said: 

“Under the federal rule, before the carrier can be held liable 
for delay or failure to deliver promptly, the shipper must show either 
negligence or some other fault upon the part of the carrier. Berry 
vs. Chicago, etc., R. Co., 208 S. W. 622; Baker vs. Schaff, 211 S. W. 
103. The absence of negligence or fault excuses a carrier for delay. 
2 Hutchinson on Carriers (3rd Ed.), p. 653. And, if delay is induced 
by causes beyond the carrier’s control, the latter is excused regardless 
of the agency producing such delay. It does not have to be an act 
of God or caused by the public enemy.” e 


The above has reference to damage which results from delay 
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where the cause thereof is a defect in the car which developed 
while the shipment was in the course of transportation. 

If the car was defective at the time the goods were loaded 
therein, the carrier is liable for the delay, assuming that the 
defect was one which could have been detected had the Carrier 
used due diligence in the inspection of its equipment. 
Construction and Maintenance of Switch Connection by Carrier 

with Private Track 

Louisiana.—Question: Will you kindly advi if you can 
locate any decision by the Commission or courts relative to 
industrial side tracks as to: 

What constitutes the clearance point? 

When is a carrier supposed to construct and maintain the 
track from point of clearance to the switch point? 

When is a shipper supposed to maintain and reimburse the 
carrier for all costs of an industrial track, including the switch 
point? 

We have in mind industrial side track agreements issued 
by various railroads, some of which construct and maintain 
that part of a switch from the switch point to clearance point, 
while others build that part of the track and assess charges 
against the owner of the track from the switch point to the end, 
and further impose upon the owner the added burden of upkeep 
for the entire track. 

Is there any line of demarkation whereby it could be stated 
with certainty as to who should pay for the building of a side- 
track from the switch point to the clearance point? 

Answer: Paragraph 9 of section 1 of the act provides that 
any common carrier subject to the provisions of the act, upon 
application of any shipper tendering interstate traffic for trans- 
portation, shall construct, maintain, and operate upon reasonable 
terms, a switch connection with any such private side track which 
may be constructed to connect with its railroad, where such con- 
nection is reasonably practicable and can be put in with safety 
and will furnish sufficient business to justify the construction 
and maintenance of the same. 

While the Commission has, in several cases, ordered a car- 
rier to construct and operate a switch connection with a ship- 
per’s private side track, we can locate no case in which the 
Commission has clearly defined the extent of the carrier’s duty 
under the above referred to provision of the act, that is, defi- 
nitely stated what portion of the track must be constructed and 
maintained by the carrier, but in C. C. C. & St. L. vs. United 
States, 25 U. S. 404, 406, the Supreme Court said: 


That is, it (the Commission) found that the coal company had 
built its track up to the right of way of the railroad. . . . 


It would seem to be the obligation of the carrier, in con- 
structing and maintaining a switch connection, to construct and 
maintain trackage to the edge of its right-of-way. As to the 
cost of construction and maintenance, see our answer to “Massa- 
chusetts” on page 534 of the February 20, 1926, Traffic World 
under the caption “Construction and Maintenance of Switch 
Connection by Carrier with Private Side Track.” 

While, under the interstate commerce act, it is the duty of a 
earrier to construct and maintain a switch connection, the ship- 
per must construct his side track before the carrier is obligated 
to grant him a switch connection, and there is no obligation 
on the part of the carrier to construct the side track, the car- 
rier’s obligation extending only to the furnishing of a switch 
connection. See Schlicher vs. Director-General, 62 I. C. C. 181, 
and @ases cited therein, on page 187. 

So far as the jurisdiction of this question by the Commission 
is concerned, as you will observe from the Commission’s deci- 
sion in National Industrial Traffic League vs. A. & R. Co., 61 
I. C. C. 120; Schlicher vs. Director-General, 62 I. C. C. 181, and 
Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. C. R. I. & P., 68 I. C. C. 
260, the Commission has taken the view that, in the absence of 
discrimination, its jurisdiction is limited to the matter of re- 
quiring a carrier to furnish a switch connection with an industry 
siding, it having no jurisdiction to order a carrier to construct 
the industrial siding. 

Whether or not the practice of a carrier in assuming the 
cost of the construction of an industrial siding or some part 
thereof, for one shipper, while requiring another shipper to 
assume the entire expense of his industrial siding constitutes 
discrimination, may well be a question over which the Com- 
mission would have jurisdiction. Likewise, it would seem that 
the question of whether a carrier may assume any part of the 
cost of construction of a shipper’s siding is a question for de- 
termination by the Commission. See Leases and Grants by 
Carriers to Shippers, 73 I. C. C. 671. In this connection, we 
refer you to the opinions in Detroit Switching Charges, 48 
I. C. C. 494-499, and Deere & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P., 40 I. C. C. 
533, in which cases the Commission apparently acquiesces in the 
legality of the carriers’ construction of industry tracks for a 
shipper, although, of course, the legality of the practice was 
not an issue in either case. In this connection see Lake Erie 
& Western Railway Co. vs. State Utilities Commission of Illinois, 
249 U. S. 422; State ex rel. Mt. Hope Coal Co. vs. White Oak 
Railroad Co. (W. Va.), 64 S. E. 630; B. & O. R. R. Co. vs. Public 
Service Commission of West Virginia, 110 S. E. 475; and Rail- 
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road Commission of Georgia vs. L. & N. R. Co., 96 S. & 855, 
We also direct your attention to the decision of the Suprey, 
Court of Virginia in the case of W. & O. D. Ry. Co. vs, pF" 
Royster Guano Co., 94 S. E. 763, and the decision of the Suprep, 
Court of the United States in two other cases, i. e., Union Lime 
Co. vs. C. & N. W., 233 U. S. 211, and C. & N. W. vs. Ochs, 24 
U.S. 416. In the two latter cases the provisions of state statutes 
and the construction placed upon these provisions by the Public 
Utilities Commissions of the States, i. e., Wisconsin and Minne. 
sota, respectively, were the basis of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Under the state statutes of Wisconsin, which is the bagis 
of the decision in Union Lime Co. vs. C. & N. W., 233 U. S. 21; 
the shipper is required to assume the expense of the cost oj 
the track and presumably the cost of maintenance, while unde 
the state statutes of Minnesota, which is the basis of the degj. 
sion in C. & N. W. R. Co. vs. Ochs, 249 U. S. 416, the cost of 
maintenance was apportionable between the carrier and the 
owner of the plant served by the track. In these two cases, i 
seems to us, the Supreme Court of the United States has helg 
by accepting the findings of the Public Utilities Commissions 
of the two states, that, notwithstanding the fact that the tracks 
were constructed to serve a particular industry, they became 
under the provisions of the state statutes, tracks of the 
carrier impressed with a public use, definitely fixed the principle 
that where the state statutes contain provisions such as those 
of the state of Minnesota, the cost of construction can be placed 
upon the carrier, at least, the carrier may be required to bear 
a part of the expense of construction, the amount thereof to 
be determined by the state commission. See also, in this con. 
nection, the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in L. E. & W. R. Co. vs. Public Utilities Commission of Illinois, 
249 U. S. 422. 

In addition to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States referred to above, there are decisions of the state 
courts relating to the cost of construction of side tracks. See 
State vs. C. M. & St. P., 1381 N. W. 859, under which decision the 
carrier was required to construct side tracks and assume the 
major portion of the costs thereof. However, see C. R. I. & P. 
vs. State, 99 Pacific 901; St. L. & S. F. vs. State, 106 Pac. 818, 
and St. L. & S. F. vs. Heywood, 106 Pac. 862, in which cases 
it was held that under the provisions of the state statutes of 
Oklahoma, the shipper must pay the cost of constructing the 
siding. See also Mo. Pac. vs. R. R. Commission of Washington, 
108 Pac. 938, in which it was held that a carrier is not required 
to construct a side track. See also Pa. R. Co. vs. P. S. CG., 64 
Pa. Super. Ct. 586, in which it is held that a railroad company 
cannot be compelled to construct a private siding on its right- 
of-way at its own expense for the sole accommodation of a 
milling company, and not for any general public use. 

The conclusion to be drawn from the above is that a car- 
rier under the present holdings of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, cannot be compelled to build and maintain private 
sidings, but only to construct a switch connection with a siding 
provided by the shipper; that the courts have held that under 
certain circumstances shipper’s sidings become impressed with 
a public character, and a carrier may be compelled to assume 
all, or a portion of the cost of construction and maintenance 
of the side track, whether constructed on the carrier’s right-of- 
way or on a right-of-way furnished by the shipper. 

Tariff Interpretation 

Ohio.—Question: Will you kindly let me have your opinion 
as to the application of rate on salt from Akron, O., to Peoria, 
Ill. shipment moving via Pennsylvania Railroad, Effner, Ind. 
and the T. P. & W. Railway. If you will refer to page 183 of 
B. T. Jones’ Freight Tariff 95-G, you will note routing instruc- 
tions via Pennsylvania Railroad will apply only via routes as 
named in P. R. R. Tariff I. C. C. F-1630, and in this tariff the 
route from Akron to Peoria, IIl., is Pennsylvania Railroad, Effner, 
Ind., and the T. P. & W., but if you will refer to page 120 of 
B. T. Jones Tariff 95-G, I. C. C. 2010, you will note application 
of rates in connection with the Pennsylvania (West) are restricted 
to movement over the Pennsylvania Railroad Lines (West) direct 
when shipment originates on the Pennsylvania Railroad (West) 
and destined to a point on the Pennsylvania Railroad (West). 

Answer: Under the heading, “Routing Instructions,’ on 
page 182 of Agent Jones’ Tariff 95-G, I. C. C. 2010, the following 
provision is carried for the Pennsylvania. Railroad (west): 


Rates named in tariff, or as same may be amended, from stations 
on the Pennsylvania Railroad (West), will apply via routes as named 
in Pennsylvania Railroad (West) Tariff I. C. C. F-1630, P. S. C. Pa. 
shan Ohio F-1312, I R. C. F-526, except as otherwise provided for 

erein. 


On page 120, under the heading, “Application of Rates” in 
connection with the Pennsylvania Railroad (West), the following 
provision appears: 


Except as otherwise specifically provided for in tariff, or aS 
same may be amended, where rates are named from stations on the 
Pennsylvania Railroad (West) to stations reached by the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad (West) direct, such rates will apply only via the 
Pennsylvania Railroad (West) subject to terminal and switching tar- 
iffs of the Pennsylvania Railroad (West), lawfully on file with the 
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Interstate Commerce Commission and with other railroad commis- 
sions, on traffic subject to their jurisdiction. 


As we construe the provision on page 120, it restricts the 
application of the rates named in Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. 2010, 
where the point of origin and destination are both located on 
the Pennsylvania Railroad (West), to movements via that line 
direct, subject only to switch delivery at destinations where an 
industry or team track may be reached under switching absorp- 
tions. 

The provisions on page 120, in our opinion, modify the rout- 
ing instructions on page 182 to this extent. 

Routing and Misrouting—Standard vs. Differential Routes 

Minnesota.—Question: Four or five years ago the Commis- 
sion rendered a decision involving shipments from New England 
moving under open bills of lading. As the writer recalls, they 
held that such shipments should move via the cheaper differ- 
ential routes as against the standard routes, unless the origi- 
nating carriers obtained specific instructions to the contrary 
from the shipper. Can you cite this decision or any decision 
covering this matter? 

Answer: The case to which you have reference is no doubt 
that of Petertyl vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co., 91 I. C. C. 699 
and 102 I. C. C. 693. While in the original report the question 
primarily involved was whether a carrier was justified in rout- 
ing later shipments in accordance with the routing instructions 
of a shipper as to a former shipment, the Commission, in its 
report in Vol. 102, specifically held that it was the duty of a 
carrier to forward shipments via the differential route when 
no particular route is specified by the shipper. In this case the 
Commission said: 


The principle of this decision is the same as that contained in 
our Conf. Ruling 91, previously mentioned, in which we stated that 
a carrier was not guilty of misrouting where it sent an unrouted 
shipment by a more expensive route, although a lower rate could have 
been secured over an unreasonably longer and more indirect route. 
In the exercise of the administrative function referred to in the quo- 
tation from the decision of the Supreme Court, we have found that 
under the existing conditions the differential route over which com- 
plainant’s shipments could have been sent would not have been un- 
reasonable. Obviously, the difference in the quality of the service and 
in the nature and liabilities of the participating carriers is not as great 
where a differential route is optional as in that where a rail-and-water 
route is the alternative. In the latter situation marine insurance and 
transfer of freight from car to vessel, among other things, must be 
taken into consideration. 

Although the record contains no evidence upon the subject, coun- 
sel for the New Haven stated on argument that it had always been 
the practice of that carrier to forward unrouted shipments by the 
standard routes. This practice has never received our sanction and 
in this case the question for the first time is presented to us for a 
formal decision. Since complainant's shipments moved, the New 
Haven and other trunk lines have published in their tariffs a pro- 
vision reading substantially as follows: 

“Regulations governing unrouted shipments as between routes 
taking standard and differential rates, the rates via differential routes 
being generally lower than the ratés via standard routes. 

“This tariff in some instances contains more than one basis of 
rates from and to the same stations, depending upon the route used, 
but the carriers parties thereto do not obligate themselves to use 
a differential route as against a standard route unless shipments are 
specifically routed by shippers. 

“Specific routing is desirable and shippers should indicate the 
route, differential or standard, they desire used and are urged to 
comply with this requirement on shipping orders and bills of lading. 
In the absence of such specific routing the originating carrier will 
forward such shipments via routes that will insure through service, 
having due regard to: (a) Loading of homebound equipment; (b) 
The question of car conservation; (c) The possibility of embargoes or 
congestion at any of the various gateways.” 

The interpretation or reasonableness of this provision is not in 
issue én this proceeding, but it contains conditions difficult of ascer- 
tainment and therefore is not sufficiently explicit to qualify as a defi- 
nite and affirmative tariff rule. In the absence of a definite tariff 
provision, defendant was not justified in shifting the burden of speci- 
fying the routing upon the shipper in order to secure the benefit 
of the lowest available rates. We see no reason for departing from 
our original conclusion. It is accordingly affirmed. 


Transfer of Shipment by Carrier—Liability for Expense Thereof 

Kentucky.—Question: This company recently received an 
order from a customer for a car of hardwood lumber to consist 
of two separate and distinct grades. Since each grade of the 
stock was to be unloaded at different locations in consignee’s 
yard, his order specified that the grades must be loaded sep- 
arately in the car. An experienced inspector loaded the lumber 
strictly in accordance with customer’s wishes, separating the 
different grades in the car with sticks. 

While en route the car developed bad order, requiring the 
transfer of the contents to another car and, in the course of 
the transfer by carriers’ employes, the grades were mixed. This 
condition necessitated extra handling on the part of consignee 
to the extent that he charged us $1 per thousand feet for the 
service. 

What is the liability of carriers in a situation of this char- 
acter? 

The bill of lading tendered the origin line did not specify 
the fact that grades had been loaded separately, nor provide 
that contents should not be transferred. 

We will appreciate your consideration of this matter. 

Answer: While we locate no case directly in point, it is 
our opinion that if the manner in which the shipment in question 
was loaded was such as to charge the carrier with notice of the 
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fact that the car had been loaded in a particular manner, ang 
that ‘the failure to load the car into which the shipment Wag 
transferred in a similar manner would result in injury to the 
shipper, the carrier is responsible for the additional exDense ty 
which the shipper is put by reason of this failure to so reloag 
the shipment. 

There seems to be no doubt but that the carrier is Obligateg 
to furnish a car in sufficiently good condition to transport , 
shipment from point of origin to destination under its Contract 
of shipment entered into with the shipper and, if so, the Cost 
of transferring a bad-order car must rest upon the carrier. ge 
Merchants Exchange of St. Louis vs. Terminal Railroad Aggp, 
ciation, 50 I. C. C. 474. 

If the above be true, it seems to likewise follow that it jg 
the duty of a carrier to, where it is charged with notice of , 
shipment having been loaded in a particular manner for the 
shipper’s purpose, reload the shipment in the same manne 
when it becomes necessary by reason of the condition of the 
car in which originally loaded to transfer the shipment to ap. 
other car while in course of transportation from point of origi 
to destination. See, in this connection, L. B. Cohen & Co., Ine. 
vs. Davis, Agent, 142 N. E. 75. 


Routing and Misrouting—Jurisdiction Where Shipment Misrouteg 
by Canadian Carrier 

New York.—Question: A shipment was delivered to the 
P. M. R. R. at Wallisburg, Ont., upon bill of lading specifically 
routing the shipment P. M. Suspension Bridge, N. Y.-N. Y. ¢ 
to New York, N. Y. The P. M. disregards the routing and de. 
livers the car to the Erie R. R. at Buffalo, N. Y. This caused 
a misroute. 

In investigation I requested P. M. authority to charge them 
the overcharge caused by their error; in rebuttal they deny lia. 
bility, saying, in part, that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
had no jurisdiction over the shipment on account of it origi- 
nating in Canada. 


Can you quote any Interstate Commerce Commission deci- 
sion or court ruling on this point? I believe they are subject 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, inasmuch as it is an 
interstate shipment; however, would appreciate your opinion, 

Answer: We can locate no decision of the Commission in 
which it has considered this question. 

However, in National American Wholesale Lumber Asso- 
ciation vs. B. & O. R. R. Co., 101 I. C. C. 741, the Commission 
held that a’ question of whether, as alleged, overcharges were 
collected by a Canadian carrier in Canada on certain shipments 
after they were reconsigned from Montreal to St. Therese, Can., 
was a question not within the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
In this case the Commission said, on page 742 and 743: 








We further find that the questiomy whether action taken by the 
Canadian Pacific upon and in connection with the reconsignment of 
the shipments from Montreal to Ste. Therese resulted in overcharges 
which entitle complainant, or its member on whose behalf its com- 
plaint was filed, to an award of reparation, must be determined under 
the laws of Canada and by some tribunal other than this Commission. 
We are of opinion that by becoming parties to the joint rate and 
tariff, as above, the American carriers mentioned did not author- 
ize the Canadian Pacific to assess and collect overcharges on these 
shipments. Also, under section 1, paragraph (2), of the interstate 
commerce act, our jurisdiction over transportation applies only to 
such transportation as takes place within the United States. 


Rates 


New York.—Question: Does Trenton, New Jersey, enjoy the 
same rates as the Port of New York? Lower? Higher? From 
western points? To western points? On general freight, second 
class and higher? From western points not transcontinental? 
To same? Specific rates are not desired, just “yes and no” 
answers are sufficient. 

Answer: Trenton, N. J., takes the New York rates, as a 
general rule, to and from western points. 

Liability of Switching Line for Loss of or Injury to Goods 

Pennsylvania.—Question: Your issue of October 20, page 
896, in answer to “Louisiana,” you state that the carrier is liable 
for damages in switching regardless of whether or not the 
lading is issued covering movement. Please let us have your 
version as to the liability of a carrier for damages to mer- 
chandise in a cross-town switching movement, when the carrier’s 
switching tariff specifically states that they will not assume 
liability for any damage during such movement. 

Also advise if you do not think the carrier is trying to 
shirk his liability by entering such a clause into his tariff. 

Answer: In our opinion, the publication of a clause, such 
as that to which you refer, in a carrier’s tariff has no effect upon 
the liability of the carrier for loss of or injury to goods while 
being transported in switching service. 

As we stated in the answer to which you refer, when goods 
are delivered to and received by a common carrier for trans- 
portation it assumes the liability of a common carrier, and 
such liability continues during the time the goods are in its 
possession as such, and it is liable for any loss or injury or 
unreasonable delay thereto, not resulting from one of the ex- 
ceptions to its common carrier liability, such as an act of God, 
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the public enemy, the fault of the shipper, or the inherent nature 
of the goods. 

As to the publication of provisions in a tariff relating to the 
common carrier liability of the carrier, see the Commission’s 
opinion in Perishable Freight Investigation, 56 I. C. C. 449, in 
which case the Commission, on pages 482 and 483, said: 


While limitations of the carrier’s common law liability are thus 
prohibited, except to the extent prescribed by the act, this liability, 
as we have seen, does not extend to loss or damage caused by the 
act of the shipper. If the latter directs in some measure the extent 
or character of the service and damage results which may be 
ascribed to his directions, we think that the carrier can not be held 
liable. This may be illustrated by refrigeration service. If the shipper 
should undertake, as he would under section 4 of the proposed tariff, 
to control the amount of ice to be used initially or for reicing, it 
is difficult to believe that a carrier, following the instructions given 
by the shipper, could be held responsible for harm resulting from 
inadequacy of the ice supplied. The optional Shipper’s Protective 
Service under section 5 is a similar illustration. 

For this reason many of the declarations in the tariff which deal 
with this matter of liability state with approximate accuracy what 
we believe to be the law. But such declarations can have no con- 
trolling effect, for the carrier’s liability for loss or damage is de- 
termined by the law. Nothing can be added to or subtracted from the 
law limitations-or definitions stated in tariffs, and this was ad- 
mitted by counsel for the Director General. There is the constant 
risk, therefore, if such declarations are included, of misstating the 
law and misleading the parties to no good purpose. 

Counsel for the Director General deny any purpose of limiting 
liability in contravention of law by the incorporation of these pro- 
visions in the tariff. They urge that none of them is inconsistent 
with the law or public policy; that they are of advantage in giving 
shippers notice and warning in advance of shipment; and that the 
only alternative would be to rely upon notations written in bills of 
lading. While they claim that carriers may lawfully make such no- 
tations, they suggest that the practice might give rise to discrimina- 
tion and entail delays in the movement of traffic. They therefore urge 
the incorporation of the provisions in question as a matter of ex- 
pediency and for the information of shippers. 

During the course of the proceedings in In the Matter of Bills 
of Lading, supra, representatives of some of the shippers of perish- 
able products advocated that a special form of bill of lading be pre- 
scribed for such traffic but we thought that unnecessary. 

In our opinion tariff provisions which purport to state the law, 
fix limitations of the carriers’ liability, or define the legal obligations 
of the parties are, for the reasons heretofore indicated, generally ob- 
jectionable. As respects the instant case, there is force in counsel’s 
contention that some warning to shippers is desirable and we doubt 
whether it is advisable to eliminate all such provisions. In place 
of the declarations of this kind, however, which appear so frequently 
in both the general and the special rules and which are likely to 
be misleading, we think there should be substituted in section 1 
certain well-considered statements embodying the principles upon 
a all these numerous declarations are based, so far as they have 
va y. 


Under this decision of the Commission, any tariff provision 
which has for its purpose the limitation of the carrier’s liability 
at law is void and of no effect. 

Orders for Cars—Deposit by Party Ordering Car 

Louisiana.—Question: Will you kindly advise if you know 
of any law or Interstate Commerce Commission ruling which 
will allow a carrier to require a deposit on empty cars placed 
for loading, where the party who places order is unknown or 
irresponsible? 


We have frequent cases where unknown or irresponsible 
parties order cars for loading and fail to load, in which case we 
have no lien to protect us for demurrage, and, unless the party 
who ordered the cars is responsible, we have no means of 
enforcing collection. 

In the event you find no law or ruling to cover, will you 
kindly give us your opinion as to the legality of requiring such 
a deposit? 

Answer: We can locate no decision in which this matter 
has been considered, in so far as it relates to the ordering of 
cars in general. However, in I. and S. Docket 1451, Deposit 
of $10 for Each Live Poultry Car Ordered, 66 I. C. C. 653, the 
Commission found justified tariff provisions which would require 
a deposit of $10 for each live poultry car ordered. 

It would appear that if the practice of irresponsible parties 
ordering cars for which no load is furnished is a prevalent prac- 
tice, that the carriers might reasonably require a deposit of a 
stated amount to the same extent that they may require the 
prepayment of freight charges as per. rule 9 of Consolidated 
Freight Classification No. 5. 

Reparation—Overcharges—Joint and Several Liability of Carriers 

South Dakota.—Question: After the time for filing claims 
against the receivers of a railroad has expired can a claim on 
joint-line traffic be presented to another carrier involved, and 
are they required to pay the entire overcharge, or are they per- 
mitted to deduct the share of the railroad which had previously 
been in receivership? If they are permitted to make deductions, 
how are such figures arrived at? 

Answer: The Commission has held that the liability of car- 
riers for overcharges or reparation is a joint and several lia- 
bility, and that recovery can be had from one of the carriers 
participating in the movement of a shipment, regardless of the 
liability of another or other carriers therefor or any part thereof. 
See United Paper Board Co., Inc., vs. Southern Railway, 62 
I. C. C. 60, in which case the Commission said: 


Awards of reparation are not dependent upon the solvency or in- 
solvency of the carriers concerned. Our orders for reparation re- 
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quire payment of the sum found due and run against all defendan,, 
Riverside Mills vs. A. & S. Steamboat Co., 40 I. C. C. 501. 


See, also, Bowers Co. vs. Director-General, 107 I. C. ¢, 30): 
Yellow Pine Company of Philadelphia vs. Director-General, 1h, 
I. C. C. 371, and Mareus & Co. vs. Director-General, 77 I. ¢,¢ 
242, 248. In the latter case the Commission said: 













































































It is well settled that where an unreasonable rate is collecty 
the liability of the parties is joint and several, and reparation ma, 
be awarded against one of the carriers which participated in t,, 
traffic even though other lines which performed a part of the tran. 
portation service are not made parties defendant. Sloss-Sheffielq Sted 
4 Iron — vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 60 I. C. C. 595, 598, and cagy 

ere cited. : 


Tariff Interpretation—Line Haul vs. Switching Haul 

Missouri.—Question: A question arises involving the appj. 
cation of a switching absorption rule in a tariff providing thy 
the carriers will require a minimum revenue of $19 for a thre. 
line haul and $15 for a two-line haul. The shipment move 
over two road-haul carriers in Illinois, thence Terminal Railroaj 
Association across the Mississippi River and in switching ge. 
ice at St. Louis, Mo., to consignee’s plant. The road-haul carrie; 
contends that this movement constitutes a three-line haul, stat. 
ing that the Terminal Railroad is considered as a road-hay 
carrier. 

Will you kindly let us have the benefit of your opinion oy 
any decisions on the subject? 

Answer: We are inclined to the opinion that as to the 
movement described by you, the Terminal is performing a roa¢. 
haul service, for the reason that its haul is in furtherance of 
the movement of the shipment from its point of origin to its 
destination and not merely as an industry switch delivery service 
following a line-haul movement. The nature of the compensation 
received by the Terminal Company for its services, that is, 
whether a division of a through charge from point of origin to 
destination or otherwise, may have a bearing upon the question. 
See Atlantic Refining Co. vs. Director-General, 64 I. C. C. 61; 
Bilb & Bauer vs. Director-General, 66 I. C. C. 279; Boston Wool 
Trade Association vs. Director-General, 69 I. C. C. 282; M. L 
Butcher vs. Director-General, 83 I. C. C. 359, and Rochester 
Switching Case, 95 I. C. C. 30. In the latter case, the Com 
mission, on pages 44 and 45, said: 


The case with reference to the establishment of switching charges 
to and from the State Street zone is not so clear. It is evident, 
however, that the issue can not be determined by _ considering 
whether the haul between the main switching district and State 
Street is performed by road engines and road crews or by switching 
engines and switching crews. In Boston Wood Trade Association vs. 
Director General, Supra, we found that there is no exact or compre- 
hensive definition of switching service. In the report in that case 
we had the following to say in regard to this matter, at pages 294-295: 

“Nor does any of these definitions explain the peculiar char- 
acteristics of switching charges. Such charges differ from line-haul 
rates in that they are ordinarily not graded in accordance with either 
the value of the commodity moved or the distance of the movement. 
As a rule, they take the form of a flat charge per car or per ton 
or per 100 pounds; and as a rule, also, they apply to any haul within 
the switching district no matter how long or how short it may be, 
subject to the qualification that a haul to or from a connecting line 
may take a lower charge than a haul complete in itself. The fact 
that the mgvement may be made by a switching engine not under 
train orders or that it may be incidental or ancillary to another trans- 
portation service in no way explains these characteritsics of switch- 
ing charges. Yet the circumstances that they have become so gen- 
eral throughout the country by voluntary action of the carriers in 
the process of railroad development, strongly suggests that there is 
sound reason for the differentiation. 

“No doubt the definition given by the Albany is close to the 
original concept of switching service; but the switching districts 
which have so generally been established in and about the larger 
centers of population and the switching charges which are applicable 
within such districts are clearly not based upon the principle but 
have been the outgrowth of complex conditions to which the line- 
haul rates were not adapted and which could be met satisfactorily 
in no other way. The reasons are akin to those which impel urban 
street railway systems to charge a flat fare which does not vary wi 
the length of haul, while steam-railroad and interurban lines have 
passenger fares which are graded with distance. At large centers 
of population and especially at .those which are served by more than 
one line of railroad, there are numerous yards, team-track delivery 
and receiving points, and many private sidings: Inevitably demand 
arises for the movement of cars from point to point, and the number 
of different movements or combinations of movements which are pos- 
sible are very great. Furthermore, teaming or trucking is almost 
always a feasible alternative. Any attempt to grade the charges for 
such terminal hauls in close accord with distance or with the worth 
of the commodity handled would be a labor of great difficulty with 
results by no means commensurate in value. 

“It is evident tnat a policy with respect to switching charges 
which adds to flexibility and convenience in the use of the trans- 
portation facilities serving an industrial center will also create con- 
ditions favorable to its growth and prosperity. 


The definition of switching by the Albany, referred to in 
the quotation above, is set forth by the Commission on page 293 
of its report in Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. Director-General, 
69 I. C. C. 282, wherein the Commission said: 


In practice a sharp distinction is very generally observed between 
linehaul service and rates and switching service and charges. Yet 
it is not an easy matter to define switching service. In this proceeding 
the Maine and New Haven define it as follows: ‘“‘The movement of 
a car or cars from one location to another within a limited and 
defined area, where engines and cars operate freely, without specified 
orders authorizing a right of way.” The Albany disagrees with this 
definition and thinks that “switching applies only to the movement 
of any car to and from tracks located within the station limits of 
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any station.” In other proceedings before us carriers have defined 
it as “essentially a movement incidental and ancillary to a trans- 
portation service’”’ as distinguished from a movement ‘‘complete in 
itself, independent of any other transportation service, the transfer 
of a commodity from a point of origin to a destination.’ But none 
of these definitions is altogether in harmony with the practice of 
carriers with respect to what are commonly designated switching 
limits or districts and switching charges. 


Damages—lIncidental Expenses of Claimant 

New York.—Question: Kindly advise whether or not, in 
your opinion, we are legally entitled to add to our loss and 
damage claims the cost of the preparation and filing of such 
claims. Have any court decisions been made covering this? 

Answer: We are not aware of any decisions of the court 
in which the cost of preparation and the filing of claims have 
been allowed as an element of damage. 


BOOK ON DEMURRAGE 


“Law and Theory of Railway Demurrage Charges,” by Har- 
leigh H. Hartman, just published by the Traffic Publishing Com- 
pany, Inc., New York, is said to be the first book to cover 
the law and theory of demurrage in a comprehensive manner. 
The author is a former attorney-examiner of the Commission, 
lecturer on interstate commerce and public utility law at George 
Washington University and Northwestern University schools 
of law, instructor in transportation problems at Lake Forest 
College, and the author of a number of other books on trans- 
portation and public utility subjects. 

According to the author’s preface, the book embodies ma- 
terial used by him in his teaching supplemented by notes made 
in connection with his work while with the Commission. “It 
does not purport to be an annotation of the uniform demurrage 
rules, a digest of the cases relative to demurrage, or an ex- 
haustive treatise on this branch of law,” Mr. Hartman says. 
“It seeks to state in logical and coherent form the salient fea- 
tures of the theory, law, and practice in demurrage matters. 
Attempt has been made to use non-technical language, and to 
avoid too minute analysis, without sacrificing any important 
consideration.” 

The chapter headings are as follows: Nature of, and juris- 
diction over, demurage; formal requirements of demurrage 
rates; assessment of demurrage charges; defenses in demur- 
rage cases; procedure in demurrage cases; reciprocal demur- 
rage; penalty charges akin to demurrage, and application of 
demurrage rules to short-line carriers. There are comprehensive 
appendices. 


PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIFICATION 


The board of directors of the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany has authorized the electrification of the entire road train 
service, freight and passenger, between New York and Wil- 
mington, Del. 

This authority covers a part of a plan which includes also 
electrification of the grades between the Susquehanna, Schuylkill 
and Delaware River valleys and the eastern terminals. 

The project as now announced covers the passenger and 
freight service on 325 miles of line and 1,300 miles of track, be- 
ginning at Hell Gate bridge, New York, where connection is 
made with New England, and extending west and south to Wil- 
mington, west from Philadelphia on the main line in the direc- 
tion of Harrisburg as far as Atglen, Pa., and the low grade 
freight lines which join at Columbia, Pa., and connect the cities 
of New York, Philadelphia and Wilmington with the west. The 
project will be undertaken progressively in sections and extend 
over a period of years. 

It is estimated that the cost will be approximately $100,000,- 
000, to be spent, however, during the next seven or eight years 
at the rate of about $15,000,000 a year, 60 per cent of the total 
being for catenary, transmission line and sub-station construc- 
tion, and 40 per cent for rolling stock. These proposed capital 
expenditures for electrification will make unnecessary certain 
other capital expenditures on this section of the railroad which 
would have to be made unless electrification is carried out. 

By the method of operation proposed, according to the an- 
nouncement, the company expects to reduce the number of 
freight trains required by the traffic fifty per cent, and increase 
the speed to any reasonable extent. This itself provides for a 
100 per cent increase in capacity in so far as freight movement 
is concerned, it was said. New electric locomotives required 
by the construction are estimated as 165, in the passenger 
service, and 200 in the freight service. Freight will be handled 
in trains of 125 cars at a speed of 25 miles an hour. 


COAL, TENNESSEE TO CHICAGO 

Hearing in docket 21096, Illinois Malleable Iron Company 
against the C. I. & L. and others, originally set for November 1, 
was held at Chicago before Examiner Disque November 2. 

The complaint attacks a rate of $3.29 a net ton on coal 
from Oliver Springs, Tenn., to Chicago as unreasonable and 
discriminatory. 

Stanley E. Slania and R. J. Wuerst testified for the com- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Vol. XLII, No, y 


plainant. According to their testimony, the rate of $3.29 4 
applicable from the mine of the Poplar Creek Coal Company 
owned by the complainant, on the line of the Southern Railway 
at Oliver Springs. A rate of $3.19 applies from a mine op the 
L. & N. at the same point. Prior to December 11, 1924 4, 
rate from the mine on the Southern was $3.99, made up of, 
local rate of 90 cents to Jellico, Tenn, or certain other Points 
plus the difference beyond. On that date the through rate af 
$3.29 was put into effect, it was explained. Reparation is Sought 
to the basis of such a rate as the Commission may find reagg, 
able, and a rate of $3.09 cents, that applicable from the so-caljg 
inner crescent group, is sought. According to Mr. Slania, there 
is no connection between the Southern and the L. & N, x 
Oliver Springs, but if there was, under the present tariff Dro. 
visions, the $3.19 rate would apply. Various comparisons y 
rates and earnings were introduced in substantiation of th 
reasonableness of the request for the application of the rate 
$3.09 from the mine of the complainant. 

In defense of the rates charged, Fred H. Behring, commerg 
agent, Southern, said that his road did not ordinarily publish rate, 


_from the Tennessee mines on its lines to Chicago or C. PF. 4 


points. The only exception, according to him, was the existing 
rate of $3.29 from Oliver Springs, which applied over the South 
ern and the C. & O. T. P., via Harriman, Tenn. Publication of, 
lower rate over that route, he said, would be in violation of 
the fourth section, as that was the rate applicable from ming 
on the B. & O. T. P. in the so-called outer crescent group, 
Expensive handling in local trains and other operating reason, 
were advanced as reasons against maintaining other routes thay 
that via the connection at Harriman. A letter from the con. 
plainant purporting to show that it was satisfied with the rate 
of $3.29 at the time it was established was introduced. 


& 


Digest of New Complaints 


No. 21080. Sub. No. 6. Naylor Oil Co., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on petroleum products, from points in Ark- 
ansas, Kansas, Louisiana and Oklahoma to Naylor, Mo. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

. 21402. Sub. No. 1. Rome Soap Manufacturing Co., Rome, N. Y., 
vs. Hoboken Manufacturers’ Railroad et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, palm kernel 
oil, from Weehawken, N. J., to Rome, N. Y. Asks reparation. 

PF ye A is Canby, Ach & Canby Co. et al., Dayton, O., vs. A. G. 

. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on peanuts, shelled, from points in Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, 
Georgia, South Carolina, Florida to Dayton, O. Ask reparation. 

. 21520. Fugazzi Bros., Clearwater, Fla., vs. Carolina, Clinchfield & 
Ohio et al. 

Rates in violation of section 6 of the act, on traction crane and 
parts, from Ravenna, O., to Clearwater, Fla. Asks reparation. 

. 21521. A. J. Holmes, doing business as Holmes Coal Co., St. Paul, 
Minn., vs. C. & O. et al. 

Unreasonable and illegal rates or charges on bituminous coal, 
from South Carbon, W. Va., to St. Paul, Minn. Asks cease and 
desist order and that carriers be directed to waive collection of 
alleged undercharges. 

. 21522. O. R. Fahrenkopf, Sikeston, Mo., vs. C. & E. I. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on bituminous coal, from points in Illinois 
and Kentucky to Champion, Lilbourn and Sikeston, Mo. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

as a — No. 1. Edd Sifford et al., Bloomfield, Mo., vs. C. & 

. I. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on bituminous coal, from points in Kentucky 
and Illinois to Bloomfield and Dexter, Mo. Ask rates for future 
and reparation. 

. 21523. Florida Dairies, Inc., Miami, Fla., vs. D. L. & W. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on glass milk bottles, from El- 
mira, N. Y., to Miami, Fla. Asks reparation. 


\ — Blanchard Lumber Co. et al., Boston, Mass., vs. New Haven 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on lumber, orig- 
inating on Pacific coast and moving via Panama canal, for haul 
from Boston, Mass., and New London, Conn., to destinations in 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut and New York. Ask 
rates for future and reparation. 

. 21525. Hammer Dry Plate Co. et al., St. Louis, Mo., vs. Illinois 
Central et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on common 
— glass, from New Orleans, La., to St. Louis, Mo. Asks rep- 
aration. 

. 21526. James B. Clow & Sons, Coshocton, O., vs. Lehigh Valley 
et al. 


Naylor, Mo., 


Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 6 of the act, on ground 
coal, from Harleigh Colliery and other Pennsylvania points and 
Reusens, Va., to Coshocton and Newcomerstown, O. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

. 21527. Express Publishing Co., San Antonio, Tex., vs. I.-G. N. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on imported newsprint paper, from Hous- 
ton and Galveston, Tex., to San Antonio, Tex. Asks reparation. 

s — Georgia Manganese & Iron Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. L. & N. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on manganese iron ore, from 
White, Ga., to North Birmingham, Ala. Asks reparation. 
wis. Board of Trade of the City of Chicago, Ill., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Alleges that complainant has been denied the right of sufficient 
and suitable free time for the proper inspection, reirispection or 
appeal on grain and seeds in violation of section 1 of the act; that 
it has been subjected to payment of discriminatory and unrea- 
sonable charges on cars of grain and seeds for which disposition 
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10c a Square Foot Per Year 


Private Railroad Siding 


60,000 Square Feet 


Storage Warehouse Factory 
Distributing Agency Automobile Branch 


RIGHT IN THE HEART OF WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 
NEW, LARGE ELECTRIC ELEVATOR. LOW INSURANCE 


This property ideally situated and adaptable for any 
industrial proposition. Worth investigating immediately. 


NATIONAL TEXTILE CO. 
18th and Market Sts. , WILMINGTON, DEL. 









LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 
Los Angeles and San Francisco 
Free and U. 8. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 


Space leased for Private Warehouse, Office and Display 
Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Rented 


We can serve you in some capacity in Les Angeles er San Francisce 
and would ey that you cemplete your file by requesting 
the rates for our specialized service. 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 







Accurate and Immediate 


Transportation Costs 


ARE ESSENTIAL TO WELL-REGULATED 
AND EFFICIENT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENTS 


HIPINDE 


RATE CARD SYSTEM 


performs a more intensive function than do 
tariffs. In the case of the rate-card the cus- 
tomary use of the tariff is done away with, for 
the information regarding the article or com- 
modity, its description and rating have been 












reason 


QUICK REFERENCE 


Send for information concerning this unique 
and speedy rate reference record. 


Desk 104 


SHIPPING SERVICE 
ORGANIZATION 


25 West 43rd Street New York, N. Y. 







THE TRAFFIC WORLD 









brought together in one place for a specific 








PANAMA MAILS.S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 

Scheduled Fortnightly Sailings via Panama Canal 

From SAN FRANCISCO and LOS ANGELES to HAVANA and NEW YORK 
EASTBOUND SAILINGS 


From San ~~ pen From Los Angeles 
S. SB. COLOBEBBA. 22... ccccccsccces Nov. 8 Nov. 10 
¢ ECUADOR " 















pry regular sailings for Mazatlan, Champerico, San Jose de 
Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, Corinto, Amapala, Puntarenas, San 
Juan del Sur, Balboa and Cristobal (Panama), Buenaventura, Puerto 
Colombia, and Cartagena Colombia. 

Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 

Through rail export bills of lading issued in transcontinental 
territory via San Francisco and Los Angeles harbor honored to all 
West Coast Mexican and Central American ports. 

















—OFFICES— 
140 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, Il. 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N. Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 






























DENVER, COLORADO 








ee Lact EP SS 5 CS LO Z Me LS Rg ae OR 

FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
Free switching to warehouse. We specialize in the DISTRIBUTION of 
local and pool car shipments. Insurance rates 15 cents. Loans ne- 
gotiated. Office rentals. The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 













TRANSMARINE LINES 


Direct Service 


LOS ANGELES (Witmington—Berth 188) 
SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 39) 
saeaannentinthaivantds (Grove Street Pier) 


Infercsastal 















From 





































PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 
Served by: 
- A 1 Railroad 
Central Railroad of New Jersey 
tS eT Deese SUTERMCO 
EEE 0k 0.n<c0nceseeeess SUNEWARKCO 
a ere er ee SUCARSECO 






AND ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS THEREAFTER 












Gulf-Intercoastal 














From 
MOBILE, ALA. (fig a Pst s pocks) Steamer 
IN EE, yn. <s decccccsues ou SUPORTCO* 


...._ & rere SUSCOLANCO 
kaa ees SUTORPCO 
AND ALTERNATE THURSDAYS THEREAFTER 
*Also calls at Seattle, Wash. 


TRANSMARINE LINES 
























‘ Port Newark Terminal Gener. 
Telephone Mulberry 4300 5 om St., — rw York City 











Agencies: Buffalo, Chi Los Angeles, Mobile. 
Oakland, Pittsburgh ~ 4 Francisco, ttle - 
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orders were not furnished prior to the expiration of the free time 

provided for in the demurrage tariff in violation of first sections 
of the act. Asks rules and charges for future for application to 
transportation of grain, seeds, grain screenings and seed screen- 
ings, carloads, consigned to and inspected at Chicago, IIl., and 
other points in the Chicago district. 

No. 7 4 The Jewel Co., Inc., Pueblo, Colo., vs. Denver & Salt Lake 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on tread power shovel and equipment, from 
Marion, O., to Milner, Colo. Asks reparation. 

No. 21531. Oscar White, Roswell, N. M., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on range or stocker calves, 
from Willcox, Ariz., to Roswell, N. M. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. ao - No. 1. H. E. Crosby et al., Roswell, N. M., vs. Santa 

e et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to range or stocker cattle, from 
Nogales, Ariz., to Kenna, N. M. 

No. 21532. Taylor Marble & Tile Co. et al., Oklahoma City, Okla., vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on polished marble, from Oklahoma City to 
points in Texas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21533. Bean & Symonds Co., East Jaffrey, N. H., vs. Boston & 
Maine et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on lumber and box shooks, 
from points in New Hampshire to points in New York and to 
Hoboken, N. J. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21534. Gilman Paper Co., New York City, vs. Maine Central et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on newsprint 
paper, from Gilman, Vt., to points in New Jersey, Pennsylvania 
and other states. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21535. W. H. Anderson Construction Co., Asheville, N. C., vs. 
L. & N. et al. 

Unreasonable rate on bituminous rock asphalt, from Bowling 
Green, Ky., to Tiger and other Georgia points. Asks rate of $3.25 
per net ton and reparation. 

No. ra The Federal Foundry Supply Co., Cleveland, O., vs. C. B. 


Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on crude 
clay, from points in Wyoming to Joliet, Ill., and Chicago group. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21537. The Menzies Shoe Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. C. & N. W. et al. 

Rates in violation of section 6 of the act, on carload of machin- 
ery, from Fond du Lac, Wis., to Cookeville, Tenn. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 21538. White Cross Bakery et al., Washington, D. C., vs. B. & O. 

Unreasonable rates on printed waxed wrapping paper, L. C. L., 
from Columbus, O., to Washington, D. C., and Frederick, Md. 
Asks reparation. 

No. 21539. Fred C. Morgan, Indianapolis, Ind., vs. Illinois Central. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on dredging 
machinery, from Viola, Ky., to New Orleans, La., for export. 
Asks reparation. 

No. 21540. Lexington (Ky.) Board of Commerce vs. C. & O. 

Rate and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on brick and articles taking brick rates, from Charleston, W. Va., 
to Lexington, Ky. Asks rates for future. 

oad ~<a No. 1. Louis Des Cognets & Co., Lexington, Ky., vs. 


Same complaint. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21541. M. L. Bruce Co., Sandpoint, Ida., vs. Great Northern et al. 

Charges in violation of first three sections of the act, on cedar 
poles, from Sandpoint, Ida., to Glenrock, Wyo., shipment having 
originated at Colville, Wash., and accorded transit at Sandpoint. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21542. The Colonial Iron Co., Riddlesburg, Pa., vs. Arcade & Attica 
et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on iron ore 
and/or pyrites cinder, from Port Henry, N. Y., Wilmington, Del., 
Baltimore, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., and also ex-lake through Lake 
Erie ports to Riddlesburg, Pa. Asks rates for future and rep- 
aration. 


No. 21543. United States Finishing Co., 


Haven. : : 
Charges in violation of section 4 of the act, on bituminous coal, 


Norwich, Conn., vs. New 


from Harbor Junction Wharf, R. I., to Norwich, Conn. Asks rep- 
aration. 

No. yr" Brown Florida Lumber Co., Louisville, Ky., vs. L. & N. 
et al. 


Unreasonable charges on locomotive crane on own wheels from 
Brownville, Ala., to Caryville, Fla. Asks reparation. 

No. 21545. The Buckeye Cotton Oil Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. Alton & 
Southern et al. 

Rates in violation of section 6 of the act, on cottonseed hull 
joe a - shavings, from Little Rock, Ark., to Melrose Park, Ill. Asks 
refund. 

No. 21546. The Procter & Gamble Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Unreasonable rate on sulphuric acid, from Wurtland, Ky., to 
Ivorydale, O. Asks rate for future and reparation. 

No. 21547. Texas Hardware & Implement Association et al., College 
Station, Tex., vs. A. & V. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on agricultural implements and other articles 
from points named in Southwestern Lines’ Territorial Directory 1 
Series and points east thereof to Texas points. Ask rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 21547, Sub No. 1. Texas Hardware & Implement Association et al,, 
College Station, Tex., vs. A. & V. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on agricultural implements and 
other articles from points named in Southwestern Lines’ Terri- 
torial Directory Series 1 and points east thereof to points in 
Texas. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

“No. 21548. Danner Veneer Co., Mobile, Ala., vs. Missouri Pacific et al. 

Unreasonable rate or charge on veneer, unfigured, from Mobile, 
Ala., to Fort Smith, Ark. Asks rate for future and reparation. 

No. oa Boger & Crawford, Philadelphia, Pa., vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on cotton 
yarn to be mercerized, dyed and reshipped, from Lincolnton, N. 
C., to Philadelphia, Pa. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


No. 21550. Bedford Can Co. et al., Bedford, Va., vs. N. & W. et al. 
Unreasonable rates on scrap tin plate, from Bedford, Roanoke 
and Buchanan, Va., to Neville Island, Pa. Asks reparation. 


No. 21551. The Goldschmidt Corporation, New York City, vs. Penn- 


sylvania et al. 

Unreasonable rates on ‘‘Tego Salt,’’ from New York, Philadel- 
phia and Baltimore to various interstate destinations; alleges that 
defendants accord sal ammoniac commodity rates resulting in 
prejudice and discrimination. 
reparation. 


Asks lawful rates for future and 
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No. 21552. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing Co., Cincinnati, 9 

vs. Santa Fe et al. a 

Unreasonable rates on soda ash and caustic soda, from Doints 

in Michigan, Ohio, Missouri, Wisconsin and West Virginig to 
Kansas City, Kan.-Mo. Asks rates for future and reparation, 

No. 21553. The Grabler Manufacturing Co., Cleveland, O., vs. Erie et g) 

Rates and charges in violation of first four sections of the ag; 
on moulding sand, to Cleveland, O., from Allegheny, Vandalia and 
Irvine Mills, Y., as compared with rate from Hutchins, Pa, 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21554. Acorn Lumber Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., vs. Southern et a], 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on dry 
dressed pine lumber, from Strother, S. C., to Salamanca, N, y 
ordered reconsigned to Coudersport, Pa. Asks reparation. “ 

No. 21555. Phil Erb Co., Springfield, Mo., vs. St. Louis-San Francisco 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on apples 

from Republic, Mo., to Memphis, Tenn. Asks reparation. . 
No. a Atlantic Bridge Co., Inc., Greensboro, N. C., vs. A. C, 1, 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on machinery, 
from Greensboro and Smith Grade, N. C., to Pompano, Fla. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21557. The Lima Sheet Metal Products Co., Lima, O., vs. Penp. 
sylvania et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on ironing 
boards, from Lima, O., to western points. Asks rates for future, 

No. 21558. pe Tank Manufacturing Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Santa 
Fe et al. 

Charges in violation of first three sections of the act, on k, q, 
steel tanks and equipment for steel tanks such as cement, pack. 
ing or gaskets, valves and thief hatches, from Tulsa, Okla,, to 
points in Texas, Oklahoma, Colorado and other states. Asks ceage 
and desist order and that equipment be transported at same rates 
that apply to tanks, and refund. 

No. 21559. F. S. Royster Guano Co., Norfolk, Va., vs. A. C. L. 

Unreasonable rates on refuse peanuts, from Suffolk, Va., to 
Tarboro, N. C. Asks reparation. 

No. ~—— The Empire Marble Co. et al., Cleveland, O., vs. B. & 0, 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on rough quar. 
ried marble, from New York, N. Y., and points within N, Y. 
Harbor lighterage limits to Buffalo, N. Y., Pittsburgh, Pa., Cin- 
cinnati, O., Indianapolis, Ind., and Louisville, Ky. Ask reparation, 

No. 21561. Consolidated Coppermines Corporation, New York, N. Y,, 
vs. Nevada Northern et al. 

Unreasonable rates or charges on forest products, including 
gee = J timbers, logging and lumber, from points in Oregon, 
Washington and California to Kimberly, Nev. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 21562. Skelly Oil Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on empty storage tanks, from 
Burkburnett, Tex., to Kingsmill, Tex., via interstate routes. Asks 
reparation. 

No. 21563. The Lobdell-Emery Manufacturing Co., Alma, Mich., vs. 
Ann Arbor et al. 

Rates in violation of_ sections 1, 4 and 6 of the act, on rough 
maple lumber, from Green Valley, Alexandria and Casselman, 
Ont., to Alma, Mich. Asks reparation. 

No. 21564. Shaw Brothers et al., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Apache Ry. 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 15(3) on feeder cattle 
and feeder sheep, from points in Texas, Arizona and New Mexico 
to Imperial Valley (Cdlif.), points. Ask rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. 21565. New England Granite Producers Freight Committee, Bos- 
ton, Mass., vs. New Haven et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on granite; rough quarried bridge granite; and building granite, 
from points of origin within New England to points of destina- 
tion within New England and destinations outside New England 
on the B. & A., B. & M., New Haven, and destinations at New 
York City delivery points and destinations within the Capital 
District of the state of New York. Asks rates, charges, rules and 
regulations for the future. 

No. 21566. A. Geo. Schulz Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al. g 

Inapplicable and unlawful rates on chip board, from LaFayette, 
Ind., to Milwaukee, Wis. Asks reparation. — 

No. 21567. The Procter & Gamble Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on naphtha, 
from Okmulgee, Okla., to Ivorydale, O. Asks rates for future and 








reparation. , 
No. 21568. The Globe Brick Co., Kenilworth, W. Va., vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. 


Unreasonable charges on brick and articles taking same rates, 
from Chester and Kenilworth, W. Va., to Castle Shannon, West 
Liberty and Fair Haven, Pa. Asks reparation. 

No. 21568. Sub. No. 1. Toronto Fire Clay Co., Toronto, O., vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al. 

Same complaint and prayer as to same commodities from Em- 
pire, O., to Castle Shannon and West Liberty, Pa. 

No. 21569. Ms saaenatiemeat Lumber Co., Birmingham, Ala., vs. L. & 
N. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on yellow_pine lumber, from 
White, Ga., to Louisville, Ky., reconsigned to Huntington, W. Va. 
Asks reparation. 

No. 21570. Abendroth Brothers, Port Chester, N. Y., vs. Boston & 
Albany et al. 

Unreasonable and inapplicable rate on cast iron radiators and 
iron castings, from Dunkirk, N. Y., to Port Chester, N. Y. Asks 
reparation. 

No. 21571. S. 
Fe et al. 

Unreasonable charges on coal, from points in Colorado and New 
Mexico to points in Nebraska. Ask rates for future and repara- 
tion. 

No. 21672. United States Graphite Co., Saginaw, Mich., vs. B. & 0. 
et al. 

Unreasonable charges on foundry facings, from Saginaw, Mich., 
to points in Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Pennsylvania, Maryland, New 
York, Colorado, Texas and Utah. Asks rates for future and rep- 


aration. 
Sub. No. 1. Albert H. Hopper, North Arlington, N. J., vs. 
Montpelier & Wells River et al. 
Unreasonable rate on rough granite, from Barre, Vt., to Arling- 
ton, N. J. Asks reparation. 
No. 21573. Appalachian Lumber Corporation, T. L. Zimmerman, Jr., 
receiver, Pickens, S. C., vs. N. & W. et al. 
Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on second- 
hand sawmill machinery, log cars and parts, from Putnam, Va., 
to Pickens, S. C. Asks reparation. 


A. Foster Lumber Co. et al., Lincoln, Neb., vs. Santa 
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RAILWAY DEMURRAGE of Shippers 


CHARGES We save money for six out of every eight shippers 


y that adopt the Signode System and provide a safer 
HARLEIGH H. HARTMAN shipment for good measure. 
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. Sante / LAW AND THEORY OF DEMURRAGE IN A CONSOLIDATED STEEL STRAPPING CO., 

: COMPREHENSIVE MANNER 2613 North Western Avenue, Chicago, Il. 

mn k. 4, (C0 Please send practical shipper to check up on my packing and 
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. Assessment of Demurrage 
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. Defense in Demurrage 


Demurrage. 


. Application of Demurrage 


Rule to Short-Line Car- 


Consolidated Steel Strapping Co. 
2613 N. Western Ave. Chicago, III. 


Cases. riers. 
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es for sary, Storage Rules, Table of Cases Cited, Sections of Inter- 
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2 | Ship by Water 
WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los neti San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 
FROM 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 
SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 
For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 
WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 
Baltimore, Md. _—~Phhilla Pittsburgh, Pa. Norfolk, Va. 


Pa. 
39 South St. Drexel Bldg. Oliver Bldg. Law Building 
And at our Branch Offices at ports of call, etc. 


The - Stands Open to the 
Properly Trained Traffic Executive 


Railroads, industrial plants and big shippers of all kinds can secure 
plenty of rate clerks, billing clerks, shipping clerks—men who have 
elementary knowledge of rates and traffic. But the door to promotion 
stands wide open for the properly trained traffic executive—the man 
whose salary check runs into five figures annually. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
Endorsed by Prominent Railroad Officials 


Gives you the practical training—not theory alone—which qualifies 
you to be a real traffic executive. See the roster of our graduates—notice 
the splendid positions they are holding—read their grateful testimony to 
the value of this course. Nothing else like it. Practical problems. 
Actual work. Learn by doing, using legalized complete tariffs, classifi- 
cations, commodities, I. C. C. rulings. Corps of skilled instructors. Mail 
or residence course. Reasonable fees. Classes starting now. Act at 
once; clip and mail the coupon for illustrated booklet with proof of 
every statement made in this ad and full particulars. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
Dept. J, 608 S. Dearborn Street, Chicago. 


College of Advanced Traffic, Dept. J, 608 S. Dearborn Street, Chicago. 
Gentlemen: Please saul me full particulars on the following: 

( ) Traffic Specialization: Resident Resident by Mail 

( ) Traffic Law: Resident Resident by mail 


Occupation 
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Note. Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


November 5—San Francisco, Calif.—Director Mahaffie: 
Finance No. 7110—Application San Francisco-Sacramento R. R. for 
authority to construct an extension of its Pittsburg Branch in 
Contra Costa county, Calif. 


November 5—New York, N. Y.—Examiners Armes and Brennan: 
16457—New Jersey Lumbermen’s Committee vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


November 5—Chicago, IIl.—Examiner Disque: 
21235—Oshkosh Traffic Assn. et al. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. et al. 
November 7—New York, N. Y.—Examiners Armes and Brennan: 
21181—Riverside Monument Works vs. Erie R. R. et al. 


eo 4 7—Deming, N. M.—State Corporation Commission of New 
exico: 
Finance No. 6995—Joint application of E. P. & S. W. R. R. and 
S. P. Co., lessee, for authority to abandon a line of railroad from 
Deming to Hermanas, N. M. 


November 7—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19451—E. B. Muller & Co. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. 
19783—-Federated Metals Corp. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 
20445—Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
20446—Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
20447—-Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
20511—Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


November 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
21123—Capital City Monument Works et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


November 7—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
21271—Menasha Printing and Carton Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


November 8—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Taylor: 
15453 (and Sub. 1)—The Berger Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. W. & 
L. E. Ry. et al. 
21313—Hope Engineering & Supply Co. vs. B. R. & P. Ry. et al. 
21317—Graver Corp. vs. Southern Ry. et al. 
November 8—Jackson, Miss.—Mississippi R. R. Commission: 
Finance No. 7007—Application Imperial R. R. Co. for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity. . 


November 8&—Washington, D. C.—Assistant Director of Traffic Pitt: 
Fourth Section Application 13470—Class rates from, to and between 
points in Southern territory (further hearing). 


November 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hosmer: 
bag on — Stickell & Sons, Inc., vs. W. Md. Ry. et al. (further 
earing). 


November 8—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20107—Advance Bag & Paper Co., Inc., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
20477—Barrett Co. vs. Penna. R. R. 
20514—The Barrett Co. vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
20565—Hugo Strauss Packing Co., Inc., vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19693—-Hugo Strauss Packing Co., Inc., vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 


November 8—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
21148—William Cooper and Nephews, Inc., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


November 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Hagerty: 
1. & S. 3126—Transit on grain and grain products at points on A. T. 
& S. F. Ry. and C. R. I. & P. Ry. 


November 8—Boise, Ida.—Examiner Flynn: 
20806—F rank R. Gooding et al. vs. O. S. L. R. R. et al. 


November 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 7149—Joint Application of Mountain States Telephone 
& Telegraph Co. and Robert Bourne, doing business as Duran- 
Vaughn Telephone Co. for a certificate that the acquisition by 
the Mountain States Telephone & Telegraph Co. of the Telephone 
properties of said Robert Bourne will be of advantage to the per- 
sons to whom service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 

Finance No. 7156—Joint Application of New York Telephone Co. and 
James R. McAllister et al., owners of a telephone plant at Palen- 
ville, N. Y., for a certificate that the acquisition by the N. Y. 
Telephone Co. of the telephone properties of the other applicants 
will be of advantage to the persons to whom service is to be 
rendered and in the public interest. 

Finance No. 7163—Joint Application of Mountain States Telephone & 
Telegraph Co. and W. W. Gilstrap et al., doing business as Roy 
Telephone Co., for a certificate that the acquisition by the Moun- 
tain States Telephone & Telegraph Co. of the Telephone properties 
of the other applicants will be of advantage to the persons to 
whom service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 

Finance No. 7100—Joint Application of Bell Telephone Co. of Penn- 
sylvania and Red Bank Telephone Co. for a certificate that the 
acquisition by the Bell Telephone Co. of Pennsylvania of certain 
properties of the Red Bank Telephone Co. and the acquisition by 
the latter company of the properties of the former company will 
be of advantage to the persons to whom service is to be rendered 
and in the public interest. 


* Finance No. 7169—Joint Application of Sullivan Telephone Co., Inc., 
and Livingston Manor Telephone Co. for a certificate that the 
acquisition by the former company of the telephone properties 
of the latter company will be of advantage to the persons to whom 
service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 


November 9—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18725 (and Sub. 1)—Ceramic Traffic Assn. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
20440—Bigelow-Hartford Carpet Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 
2052i1—-Kieckhefer Container Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


November 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
21270—Roach Creek Coal Mines, Inc., et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


November 9—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
21174—Beidster Marble Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


November 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
21056—The Beacon Miliing Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


November 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 

Finance No. 7129—Joint Application of New York Central R. R., 
and N. Y C. & St. L. R. R., for authority to acquire joint con- 
te = the Lake Erie & Fort Wayne R. R. by purchase of capital 
stock. 

Finance No. 7063—Application of Wabash Ry. for authority to ac- 
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November 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 


20225—. 
* 20482 (Sub. 2)—The Harris Clay Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
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quire control of Lake Erie & Ft. Wayne R. R. by purchase of 
capital stock (further hearing). 


ee Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F Ry 

et al. ’ 

16723—United Iron Works, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

17719—Black Steel & Wire Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (furthe 
hearing). 

18422—Concrete Engineering Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

Portions Fourth Section Appl. 697 and 701 of Agents Tucker ang 
and Leland and Appl. 629 of Leland. 

18970 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 5, incl.)—Perfection Metal Products ( 
et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 1 

19164—-Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al, 

Nos. 14993 and 16723—Further hearing solely on question of 

reparation. 

17580—W. C. Norris vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

17594—-United Iron Works, Inc., vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 

17683—Butler Manufacturing Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 

17823—-Kansas City Structural Steel Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al, 


1. & S. 3147—Petroleum and petroleum products from Kansas, Mis- 
souri and Oklahoma Points to Colorado points. 


a - 1)—R. T. Vanderbilt Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. GWGL 
. R. et al. ° 
20850—St. Regis Paper Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
20929—Castanea Paper Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
20930—Internationa] Paper Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
21347—-D. M. Bare Paper Co. vs. C. of Ga. Ry. et al. 

Empire Floor and Wall Tile Co., Inc., vs. C. C. & O. Ry. et al, 


21294—-Thomas S. Smith & Co. et al. vs. C. & A. R. R. et al. 


17000—Rate Structure Investigation: Part 8—Cottonseed, Its Prod- 

ucts and Related Articles. 
21105—Armour and Company vs. Erie R. R. et al. 

1. & S. No. 2759—Cottonseed and related vegetable products from 
ona territory to Central, Eastern and Southern terri- 
ories, 

1. & S. No. 2820—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official 
Classification territory. 

1. & S. No. 2884—Vegetable Oils and Oil Foods from Texas to Ft. 
Wayne, Ind., and Buffalo, N. Y. , 

|. & S. No. 2926—Vegetable Oils in Official Classification territory. 

Il. & S. No, 2995—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official 
Classification territory. 

1. & S. No. 3035—Cottonseed from La. Ry. & Nav. stations to Shreve. 
port and Bossier City, La. 

1. & S. No. 3036—Cottonseed Hull Fibre or Shavings from S. W. 
points to Miss. and Ohio River gateways, etc. 

1. & S. No. 3067—Cottonseed and other Vegetable Oils from the 
Southwest to interstate points. 

1. & S. No. 3098—Cottonseed and Vegetable Oils from Texas Com- 
mon points to Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass. 

i. S. a No. 3121—Cotton Linters from the Southwest to interstate 
points. 

14594—-American Linseed Co. vs. B. R. & P. et al. 

14683—-Spencer Kellogg & Sons vs. B. R. & P. et al. 

15425—International Vegetable Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

16300 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 5, incl.)—Armstrong Packing Co. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. 

16528—Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al. 

16587—-Lever Brothers Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al. 

16928—-Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights vs. B. & O. et al. 

“— ~~ Sub. No. 1)—American Linseed Co. et al. vs. N. Y. S. & 

- et al 

17339—-C. F. Simonins’ Sons vs. C. I. & W. et al. 

17457—Hunphreys-Godwin Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. et al. 


18026—Arkansas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
18379—Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
18405—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 


et 
18841—Alabama Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. L. & N. R. R 
18890—-Lever Brothers Co. vs. B. & A. et al. 
18935—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
19069—Arkansas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 
19088—The Blanton Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19141—Refuge Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19162—Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 
19165—Procter & Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. : 
19169 (and Sub. No. 1)—California-Arizona Ginners’ and Crushers 
Assn. et al. vs. Apache Ry. et al. 
19176—National Cottonseed Products Corp. et al..vs. A. & V. Ry. 
19194—Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
19245—Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 
19270—Southern .Cotton Oil Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al. 
19307—-National Cottonseed Products Corp. vs. A. & N. W. et al. 
19325—Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
19336—-Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al. 
19533—-East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. Sou. Pac. et al. 
19551 (and Sub. No. 1)—Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. C. I. & W. et al. 
19642—Elberton Oil Mills vs. Va. & Caro. Sou. R. R. et al. 
20068—Graco Milling Co vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
20108 par Sub. No. 1)—Wilson & Co., Inc., of Oklahoma vs. B. & O. 
et al. 
20130—Buckeye Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
20142—Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
20161—-The Best Foods, Inc., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
20596—Armour & Company et al. vs. A. & S. et al. 
20596 (Sub. No. 1)—Wilson & Co., Inc., of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. et al. 
20972—Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., Linseed Oil Division, vs. Santa Fe 


et al. 

21010—Swift & Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 

21138—Armour & Company vs. A. & S. et al. 

21151—Rome Oil Mills vs. Cent. of Ga. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section App. 4241 et al., involving rates on cottonseed; cot- 
ton linters and cottonseed hull fibre 6r shavings; cottonseed meal. 
cake, etc.; and other vegetable oils. 

21132—The Palmolive Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. Ry. et al. 
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21266—Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. vs. & 8S. F. ay. et al. 

21399—Kuhn Paint & Varnish Works vs. A. & L. M. Ry. et al. 

21508—Swift & Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. * Py 
November 13—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Carter: 
* 2139—The Bigelow- ‘Hartford Carpet Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H.R. R. ] O eX] CO 
Y @ 8. 3112—Coal from New England ports to interior New England 

points. 

* 4 — 1 Traffic Le t al. " 

21076 (and Bub, 1 and 2)—New England Traffic League e vs By Steamer 
* 21121—State of Connecticut vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. EDI 
November 13—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 

21233—John P. Squire & Co. et al. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 

21296—Advance Fuel Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. Ry. cul 
November 14—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 

20944—The Metamora Elevator Co. et al. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. et al. DE 






November be oe Me Minn.—Examiner Way: 
Il. & S. 3182—Combination rule and rates on lumber and related 
articles from Pacific Northwest to various interstate destinations. 
November 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Hagerty: 
20879—Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
November 14—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
b= Stock Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
ggg: nc Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
1. & S. 3143—Petroleum from Colorado, Tex., to Louisville, Ky. 


Newamber 15—Tacoma, Wash.—Director Mahaffie: 

Finance No. 2172—Construction of line by Wenatchee Southern Ry. 
November 15—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

19791—_Cummer Manufacturing Co. of Tex. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


et al. 
20385—Leigh Banana Case Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20100—United Verde Copper Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
20139—Charles B. Justice Co. vs. Holton Inter-Urban Ry. et al. 
20463—Butlers Feed Mills et al. vs. H. I1.-U. Ry. et al. 
November 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
* 1. & S. 3188—Petroleum and petroleum products from the south and 
oe gaa to Ohio and Mississippi River crossings and Kentucky 
points 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


WASHINGTON CHICAGO 
MILLS BUILDING 418-430 S. MARKET 8T. 
Phone, Main 3840 Telephone State 8635 


TRAFFIC WORLD 






Pu 


CARLOADING & DISTRIBUTING CO 


UNITED STATES. "FREIGHT COMPANY 


\\ . + ° ] 
“Less Than Carload Freight Service “ 





RELIABLE 
SERVICE ¢ 


The reputable manufac- 
turer practices economy 
to that point beyond 
which he cannot go with- 
out affecting the integ- 
rity of his product. 


The Universal Carloading 
c®, Distributing Company 
reduces less than carload 
freight rates to that point 
beyond which rates can- 
not be reduced without 
affecting the integrity of 
its service. 


=e 


For Rates or further information apply to our Freight 
Traffic Department in your city or to the 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


53 West Jackson Boulevard, CHICAGO, ILL. 
40 Rector Street, NEw YORK CITY, N. Y. 


‘Reduced Freight Rates” 








THE TRAFFIC WORLD Vol. XLII, No, ij 


a 
a 


AT THE SHIPSIDE WAREHOUSE 


Direct Rail and Water Facilities 





Manufacturers of Elizabeth, and within a radius of fifty miles, 
are offered unexcelled rail and water facilities at Bayway Terminal 
for shipping their products to near and distant points. 


Bayway Terminal trucks will call for goods at any factory 
within fifty miles of Elizabeth, ship them immediately from the 
Bayway Terminal dock to any coastwise steamship line, or for 
export. Daily steamboat service from Bayway Terminal dock to 
all steamships from New York City. 


Bayway Terminal is provided with rail connections via 
Central Railroad of New Jersey to and from any point in the 
United States. Sidings of the Central Railroad extend into the 
Terminal. 


Merchants and manufacturers may order goods purchased for 
their own use shipped to Bayway Terminal, which will make 
prompt factory and store door deliveries. 


Joint thru Interstate Commerce Commission and Shipping 
Board rates are in effect on domestic freight. 


The “New Way” offers unlimited terminal facilities for ware- 
housing, assembling, shipping, trucking. 


No lighterage costs. No rehandling. No backhauls. 
Freight car at your door service—at the New York rate. 


Modern factory space to lease at this ideal industrial 
location with the ideal distribution facilities. Low 
insurance. Cheap power. Heat and elevators. 


| BAYWAY TERMINAL 


(a “One of Elizabeth’s Greatest Assets” 

(ce) 

(a TERMINAL OFFICE: EXECUTIVE OFFICES: 

a Bayway and S. I. Sound, ELIZABETH, N. J. 25 Church Street, NEW YORK CITY 
(el) 
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--- A crisp November morning 
—crackling leaves underfoot—a 
distant bark of a dog—the crack 
of a gun!—Don’t you hear the 
call of Virginia fieldsP Don’t you 
feel the need of a rest—a change 
from the daily grind of daily toil P 
















ar > 


Certainly you need a 


FALL VACATION 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Surely fagged nerves need relax- 
ing and lazy muscles a toning up. 
So close the desk—forget the of- 
fice and the daily rush, and for 
a week or more enjoy Virginia. 
Enjoy her frosty air, her land- 
scape’s flaming yellows and reds 


The 







—enjoy the fields, the streams, 
the sweet-smelling woods. 


For maybe you too agree with 
John Boyle O’Reilly who wrote: 


“I am weary of planning and toiling 
In the crowded hives of men; 
Heart weary of building and spoiling 
And spoiling and building again 
And I long for the dear old river 
Where I dreamed my youth away; 
For a dreamer lives forever, 
And a toiler dies in a day.” 


Any of the following representatives, fel- 
low sportsmen all, will be glad to arrange 
your Thanksgiving vacation and by pro- 
viding comfortable transportation, help 
you enjoy a vacation such as you have 


never had before. 
T. H. GURNEY 


General Passenger Agent 
Richmond, Va. 


Geo. Coombs, A. G. P. A. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 


R. E. Parsons, D. P. A. 
Louisville, Ky. 


J. B. Edmunds, General Agent 
Washington, D. C. 


F. E. Landmeier, W. P. A. 
320 N. Broadway, St. Louis 


O. N. Spain, G. E. P. A. 
299 Broadway, New York 


F. W. Curd, D. P. A. 
Norfolk, Va. 


CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY 


“THE ROAD OF SERVICE” 


C= 
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The Symbol of Service 








HE SOUTH SHORE 
LINE is electrified connect- 
ing with the L. E. & W. district 
of the N. Y. C. & St. L. Rail- 
road at Michigan City, Ind.— 
Wabash Railroad at Gary, Ind. 
—E. J. & E. Railroad at Goff 
Jct. (Gary)—Indiana Harbor 
Belt at East Chicago, Ind—B. 
& O. C. T. Railroad at Ham- 
mond, Ind—Belt Railroad of 
Chicago at Hegewisch, Ill— 
Illinois Central Railroad and 
Pullman Railroad at Kensing- 
ton Station, Chicago. 








Three years ago the South Shore Line was pur- 
chased by the present management from the old Chi- 
cago Lake Shore and South Bend Railroad, running 
from Chicago to South Bend, Indiana. e 


Eight million dollars have gone into this prop- 
erty in all kinds of improvements since then. The : 


finest engineering available, the soundest operating ad- Traffic Department : 
vice to be had, the keenest executive direction, have CHICAGO—79 West Monroe 
_been combined into a spearhead of effort in re-creating Street 
the South Shore Line. Phone Central 8280 
‘ ‘ , ' SOUTH BEND, INDIANA— 
Here is a high-speed service strategically located Michigan and La Salle Sts. 


in one of the great shipping regions of the world, di- 
rectly connected with the markets of the East, and with 
the West through the principal belt railroads of Chi- 
cago, manned by a personnel who are staking their 
every ounce in the drive for better service .... still 
better service ....to the shipper and receiver. 
Down here they say, not “the” railroad, but “our rail- 
road.” Where can you find better evidence of per- 
sonalized service than that? 
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$275,000,000 


CONSTRUCTION WORK 
NOW IN PROGRESS IN 


VIRGINIA 


N°? STATE is showing more rapid industrial progress 
than is Virginia. 


A recent report by the Commissioner of Labor and In- 
dustry shows construction work now under way amount- 
ing to $275,000,000. This enormous total does not include 
millions that the government is spending nor a highway 
construction program of some $20,000,000 annually. 


Industry has awakened to the fact that Virginia offers 
opportunities that cannot be ignored. 


Search for locations where plants 
can serve Northern and Southern 
markets points squarely to Virginia. 


Virginia’s equable climate, free 
from extremes of heat or cold, 


Virginia enjoys cheap water-borne 
transportation and the facilities of 
the greatest natural harbor in the 
East. 


Mountain streams furnish abund- 
ant power. Coal minesare close by. 


makes ideal ‘working weather’’the ‘There is plenty of native-born la- 
year through. bor. Strikes are almost unknown. 


To these natural advantages have been added the benefits of intelli- 
gent, progressive legislation. Tax rates have been reduced. The tax 
on Capital in Business has been reduced one-third as compared with 
1926. Virginia’s ‘‘pay-as-you-go”’ policy safeguards against pyramid- 
ing bond issues and the ensuing taxes. 


Industry has been quick to take the cue. Virginia’s industrial out- 
put, $667,850,000 in 1926, will leap beyond a billion in 1929. 


Write for the Booklet, ‘INDUSTRIAL VIRGINIA” 


Conservation and Development Commission 
STATE OFFICE BUILDING 


RICHMOND VIRGINIA 
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WORKERS orn WALKERS 


por efficiency of the Traffic Department.. depends 
largely upon the ease and rapidity with which the 
clerical work is done. 


“2 


If the office equipment is such that hours of working time 
are turned into hours of walking time, productive effort is 
cut down. 


One of the features of McBee Rate Desks and Vertical-Flat 
Files, designed especially for Traffic Departments, is the 
elimination of frequent trips between desk and file. 


This equipment is so designed and constructed 
that it makes current files and records easily 
available without the clerk having to leave his 
chair. 


WRITE FOR LITERATURE, SPECIFICATIONS, PRICES 





THE MCBee BINDER CO. 


1218 HARTFORD BUILDING, CHICAGO, ILL. 
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*AMERICAN DIAMOND LINES 


Black Diamond S. S. Corp. 
67 Exchange Place, New York City 
North Atlantic Ports to Rotterdam, 
Holland, and Antwerp, Belgium 


DIXIE UK LINE 
Dixie Steamship Co. 
Whitney Central Bank Bldg., 


Orleans, 


w 5 
New Ouleans to United Kingdom 


AMERICAN MERCHANT LINES 


J. H. Winchester & Co., Inc. 
17 Battery Place, New York City 
Passenger and freight services to United 


gdom ports 


*AMERICAN INDIA LINE 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 


11 Broadway, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to Indian ports 


*ATLANTIC AUSTRALIAN LINE 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 
11 Broadway, New York City 
New York to Australian ports 
Periodically the above two lines com- 
bine on an around-the-world Service 
via the Suez Canal 


DIXIE MEDIT. LINE 


Dixie Steamship Co. 
Whitney Central Bank Bldg. 


ew Orleans, 


New Orleans to Mediterranean ports 


GULF BRAZIL RIVER PLATE LINE 


ississippi Shipping Co., Inc. 
Hibernia Bank Bldg. 
New Orleans, La. 
Gulf ports to Brazil and River Plate ports 
east coast of South America 


Mi: 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY 
EUROPEAN LINE 


Shi 


‘New Orleans. 
New Orleans to French 
Belgian ports 


Rogers & Webb 





*AMERICA FRANCE LINE 


Cosmopolitan Shipping Co., Inc. 
42 Broadway, New York City 
N. Atlantic to French Atlantic ports 


*AMERICAN BRAZIL LINE 
Colombian Steamship Co., Inc. 

17 Battery Place, New York City 

Monthly sail from Philadel 

York, Savannah and Jacksonvi 

in Northern Brazil 


La. 
Atlantic and 


YANKEE LINE 


110 State Street. Boston, Mass. 


Mississippi Shipping Co., 
Hibernia Bank Bidg. 
North Atlantic ports to German ports 


THE “TRAFFIC WORLD 


RNMENT 
IRCHANT FLEET 


GULF WEST 
MEDITERRANEAN LINE 
Toe Interocean S. S$. Co 
917 Whitney Building 

New Orleans, La. 
Gulf and South Atlantic ports to Portu- 
guese, Spanish, and North African ports 

(west of Bizerta) 


MOBILE OCEANIC LINE 
Waterman S. S. Corp. 
Mobile, Ala. 
Mobile and Eastern Gulf ports to United 
KingdomandcontinentalEuropean ports 


AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 
ntic Division 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 
11 Broadway, New York City 
N. Atl. ports to Orient and Dutch E. I. 


AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 


Gulf Division 


Tampa Interocean S. S. Co. 
Whitney Bldg., New Orleans, La. 
Gulf ports to Orient and Dutch E. I. 


AMERICAN REPUBLICS LINE 


C. H. Sprague & Son, Inc. 
33 Broad Street, Boston, Mass. 
N. and S. Atl. ports to Brazil and River 
Plate ports, east coast of S. America 


ORIOLE LINES 


Consolidated Navigation Co. 
Citizens National Bank Building 


; Baltimore, Md. 
North Atlantic ports to west coast of 
United Kingdom and Irish ports 


SGUTHERN STATES LINE 
Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S. Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Building 

New Orleans, La. 


New Orleans and Texas ports to German 
and Holland ports 


TEXAS MEDIT. LINE 


Texas Oceanic S. S. Co., Inc. 
Cotton Exchange Bldg. 
Galveston, Tex. 

Texas ports to Mediterranean ports 


TEXAS UKAY LINE 


Texas Oceanic S. S. Co., Inc. 
Cotton Exchange Bidg. 
Galveston, Texas 
Texas ports to United Kingdom ports 


TEXAS STAR LINE 
Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S. Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Bldg. 
New Orleans, La. 
Texas ports to French and Belgian ports 


UNITED STATES LINES 


45 Broadway, New York City 
Passenger, mail, freight services to 
England, France, Germany 


*Accommodations available for a limited number of passengers on these lines. | 















PEEDY cargo vessels operated 

.for the United States Shipping 
Board offer a glowing opportunity 
to the American shipper to broaden 
and increase his business. These 
vessels sail from Atlantic Coast 
and Gulf Ports to ports ‘in the 
United Kingdom, Irish Free State, 
Continental Europe, South Amer- 
ica, the Orient, Dutch East Indies, 
Australasia, India,and Africa—in 
fact all parts of the world. 

These services comprising 22 
lines and 256 ships deliver ship- 
ments promptly and securely, open 
up new markets fér merchandise, 
give added impetus to foreign trade. 
Furthermore, they are under the 
direction of experienced American 
operators whose advice is bound 
to prove helpful. 

For complete information on 
either freight or passenger services 
consult Schedule of Sailings, a 
comprehensive publication issued 
for the benefit of shippers or write 
direct. 


UNITED STATES 


SHIPPING BOARD 
@ Merchant Fleet. 


Corporation_ 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Passenger Services—Included in these 
services are the speedy passenger vessels 
of the United States Lines sailing from 
New York to principal European ports, 
also the commodious and comfortable 
American Merchant Lines ships which 
sail weekly between New York and 
London offering passenger accommoda- 
tions at remarkably reasonable rates. 
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icant of Manufacturers 
find this the best way to ship their goods 


“PHE CLIQUOT CLUB COMPANY packed and shipped 
nearly a million and a half cases of Cliquot Club Ginger 
Ale in wood cases during the past year. This is pretty con- 
vincing evidence that we consider wood cases the best 
available for our purposes. The sturdy wooden box best 
meets the requirements of both packing and shipping.” 


Berry Bros., manufacturers of varnishes, say, ‘‘Our 
: on reason for using wood boxes is that they carry our product 
a ‘ od safely to the user in all parts of the world. We have found 
that wooden boxes save us money and time as well as 
delivering our goods in a clean, salable condition.” 


Ditto Inc., says, ‘‘We have shipped Ditto machines all 
over the world in wooden cases; they always arrive with no 
damage to the machine and the customer is pleased. We 
have not yet found anything good enough to replace the 
wooden box for our purpose.” 


Alabastine Company say, ‘‘We appreciate the eco- 
nomic value of wooden boxes and have only one conclusion 
to offer—our shipping problems are minimized by their 
exclusive use.” 


“We have tried all methods of packing and used 
about every kind of container that has been sub- 
mitted to us,” say the Continental Scale Works, 
*“but we have found that nothing will serve as well 
as the wooden box we are using and, in the long 
run, it is also considerably cheaper.” 


* * * 


The Wooden Box Bureau conducted jointly by 
the National Association of Wooden Box Manu- 
facturers and the National Lumber Manufactur- 
ers’ Association maintains a corps of competent 
engineers and designers to aid 
manufacturers in solving prob- 
lems of shipping and packing 
their goods. The services of this 
staff cost you nothing. If you 
are confronted with a shipping 
or packaging problem use the 
convenient coupon. 


Wooden Bores serve these 
great nationally known 
manufacturers. Read 
what they say. 














Wooden Box Bureau Dept. 5200 
CERTIFIED BY CENTURIES 111 West Washington Street, Chicago, III. - 





~ «>WOOD.. | Gentlemen: We manufacture ‘and would 
Use it —- Nature renews it like to have 






0 One of your engineers arrange to call. 
0 Information relative to the packaging of our product. 


CORR Ree HHH HEHEHE THESES EES EEE EERE EH EE EEE EEE HE eee 
COOPER HEHEHE EHH EEE EEE EEO EHH EEE EEE EEE EE EES 


WoopEN Box BUREAU of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOODEN Box 
MANUFACTURERS and of the NATIONAL LUMBER MANUFACTURERS ASSN. 
Chicago, IIl. 
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IT’S THE 


HUMAN ELEMENT 


HEAVY RAILS, FINE POWER, 
AMPLE TERMINALS 


THAT’S A RAILROAD 


BUT ADD TO THAT AN 
ORGANIZATION OF MEN 
ALWAYS SEEKING THE 
BEST WAYS OF GIVING 
YOU THE BEST viaeafgenem 





To avoid delay, shipments for Canadian 
destinations must be accompanied by ship- 
pers’ export declaration made in triplicate. 
This document must be delivered to railroad 
agent at initial point with the shipment and 
Q WINNIPEG accompany same to Canadian port of entry. 









SAULT SAINTE MARIE 





& EMERSON 












THIEF RIVER FALLS BESSEMER 






VANCOUVER 


MENOMINEE 














MINNEAPOLIS 










ALWAYS DEPENDABLE 
FREIGHT SERVICE 





MANITOWO® 
SAINT PAUL ‘ 






MILWAUKEE 





AGENCIES 


Boston, Mass., 40 Central St. Los Angeles, Cal., 530 Van Nuys Bldg. St. Louis, Mo., 2050 Railway 
Bumalo, N. Y,, 504 Iroquois Memphis, Tenn., Porter Bldg. Exch. Bldg 

Milwaukee, Wis., 68 East Wisconsin Ave. St. Paul Minn. +» 1112 Merchants National 
Chicago, Ill., 1630 Bankers Bidg., Clark and Adams. Minneapolis, ag Soo Line Bldg., 5th Bank k Bidg 




















Chippewa. Falls, Wis. St. and Marquette Ave. San Tiendiaee. Cal., 681 Market St. 
Cincinnati, O., 709 Uraction ate, Neenah, Wis. Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 

Cleveland, O., 915 Union Trust Bldg. New York, N. pacle 1550 Wotees — Seattle, Wash., 5564 Stuart Bldg. 

Detroit, Mich., 2243 First National Bank Bldg. Omaha, Neb, 6 W. O. W. Bid Spokane, Wash., 1006 Old Nat’l Sank Bldg. 
Duluth, Minn., 408 West Superior St. Passaic, N os 7380 Bloomfield ‘ion Superior, Wis. 

Grand Ra ids, Mich., 1001 Grand Rapids Trust Bldg. Philadelphia, Pa. ., 1500 Locust St. Tacoma, Wash., 1113 Pacific Ave. 
Indianapolis, Ind., 430 Merchants Bank Bldg. Pittsbur. : Pa., 2041 Oliver Bldg. Waukesha, Wis. 

Kansas City, Mo., 723 Walnut St. Portland, Ore., 3rd and Pine Sts. Winnipeg, Man., 603-604 Lombard Bldg. 





Route Your Freight~CareSooLine 





Total Rail Lines 
16,726.69 
Miles 
Total Water 
Lines 
3,825 Miles 


(Continued from Oct. 27th issue) 
CHAPTER XI. 
Breaking Ground at Sacramento—Small 


Contracts Prove Unsatisfactory and: 


Builders Adopt Policy Which Enabled 
Them to Complete Task Seven Years 
Ahead of Time. 

Breaking ground for the 
western end of America’s 
first transcontinental rail- 
road was made the occa- 
sion for a big ceremony at 
Sacramento. It was on 
January 8, 1863, that, to 
quote the “Sacramento Union” of January 
9, there gathered in Sacramento “digni- 
taries of the state, representatives of 
every portion of the commonwealth, and 
a great gathering of citizens,” to see 
Leland Stanford, newly 
elected governor of Cali- 
fornia and president of 
the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company of Cali- 
fornia, break ground for 
the commencement of the 
iron belt that was to 
make the United States 
for the first time a united 
country and open Cali- 
fornia to an era of great 
development. 


Ground Breaking 

From the newspaper 
accounts we gather that 
the Sacramento river had 
flooded its banks and 
Front Street above K, 
where the ceremony took 
place, was, as one of the 
newspapers said, “not fa- 
vorable to the presence 
of the gentler sex,” but 
the balconies opposite— 
on Front Street above K 
—were adorned with a 
fair delegation. However, bales of hay 
were thrown into the mud and furnished 
at least temporary footing for the crowd 
in’ the vicinity of the grandstand. 

A brass band on the balcony of the 
American Exchange Hotel entertained 
the assemblage, between speeches, with 
national airs and frequent repetitions of 
the then popular and most appropriate 
tune, “Wait for the Wagon.” 

As always on ceremonial occasions of 
the pioneer days, there was oratory. 
Governor Stanford, who was introduced 
by Charles Crocker, declared that the 
Pacific Railroad would be to California 
and the Pacific Coast, and to the nation 
itself, what the Erie Canal was to New 
York. He predicted that the work would 
go on with “no delay, no backing, no un- 
certainty in the continued progress,” and 
assured his hearers that they could look 
forward with confidence “to the day not 
far distant when the Pacific will be bound 
to the Atlantic by iron bands that shall 
consolidate and strengthen the ties of 








SOUTHER 
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FROM TRAIL TO RAIL 


A History of Southern Pacific 


nationality and advance with giant strides 
the prosperity of our country.” 

Rev. J. A. Benton called for divine 
blessing on the work. Governor Stan- 
ford, mounting an earthladen wagon, de- 
posited the first dirt for the embankment. 
Charles Crocker, whose cheery voice was 
to be the accompaniment to which much 
of the hardest work was to be done, 
loudly called for “nine” cheers, and the 
crowd, sharing his enthusiasm, gave him 
what he called for. 

Followed speeches. The orators in- 
cluded, last and most emphatic, Charles 
Crocker. ' 

Crocker’s speech, which was very brief, 
concluded as follows: “This is no idle 
ceremony. The pile driver is now, while 
I am talking, driving piles for. the foun- 
dation of the bridge across. the Ameri- 






@ OFF LINE AGENGIES 
@ GATEWAYS 
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can River. 
the sub-contractors who owns these teams 
and has brought this earth here to de- 
posit on the commencement of this road, 
will proceed across the river and com- 


Tomorrow morning one of 


mence the labor of grading. It is going 
right on, gentlemen, I assure you. All 
that I have—all of my own strength, in- 
tellect and energy—are devoted to the 
building of this section which I have un- 
dertaken. Amen.” 


The scene furnished ample material to 
the hostile humorists of the day, who de- 
rided the formal shoveling of a little 
earth into a hole on the river bank, and 
predicted disaster for the enterprise. A 
few months later the place of the cere- 
mony was one of the busiest spots on 
the continent. 


The Sacramento newspaper in which 
appeared the account of the ground-break- 
ing ceremonies also told of Yankee pris- 
oners from 23 regiments being brought 
into Chattanooga and a train of Federal 
(Advertisement) 
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wounded being thrown from the track in 
Alabama. 


There was reference to a battle fought 
a few days before at Murfreesboro. 


The same paper commented on assassi- 
nations by Sioux Indians in Minnesota 
and told how San Francisco had just col- 
lected and was sending $100,000 for food 
for the cotton operatives in Lancashire, 
England, who had been left without work 
on account of the war in America. shut- 
ting off the supply of cotton. 


The “Sacramento Union” of October 27, 
1863, tells us, “The work of laying the 
rails has begun and it will continue until 
California and Washoe are united by iron 
bands and until iron rails are stretched 
across the continent.” 


Civil War Events 


The same paper re- 
cords President Lincoln’s 
commendation of Gen- 
eral Rosecrans for his 
attack at Chickamauga, 
tells of Grant at Chatta- 
nooga and of Sherman 
“fighting his way along 
the lines of the Mem- 
phis & Charleston Rail- 
way, defeating every at- 
tempt of the rebel cavalry 
to check his progress.” 

Hooker was_ reported 
to have crossed the Ten- 
nessee and Lee’s army 
had recrossed the Rappa- 
hannock and handled 
Grigg’s cavalry rather 
roughly. 

It was also noted that 
the French had _ block- 
aded all Mexican ports 
not occupied by French 
troops. 

So it would seem peo- 
ple of those days had a good deal to 
interest them apart from the transconti- 
nental railroad. 

The first 18 miles was through the Sac- 
ramento streets to the American River, 
across the river and to Junction, or what 
is now known as Roseville. This section 
was finished February 29, 1864. The di- 
rectors let no more contracts until that 
much of the road had been properly fin- 
ished and was in running order. 

It was then decided to go on to New- 
castle, 31 miles from Sacramento. Charles 
Crocker was given only two miles of this 
13-mile stretch for the reason, as Crocker 
explained later, that “there was a hue 
and cry that I was a favored contractor.” 
Crocker was given the heaviest two miles 
and was obliged later to finish much of 
the work let to other contractors because 
they got to bidding against each other for 
labor, which was very scarce, and ran up 
costs so high they were unable to finish 
the job. 

(To be continued in Nov. 24th issue) 













il 


See 


s 
= 
+ 


= 43439 
% || Ganm 
mie | mmos 


the | 
that 
tant 
that 
men 


even 
sion 
agri 
dela 


and 
accc 
wot 
stru 






